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The Emergepee_of whe Magimizaden Princlple. The “heory of cvaludon hy
patural seleclon” hes been hardened by a4 major theotetical muddle,  Consider
the penersl proposiion of the Molern Synthesis, a histenical compromise between
early Darwinism und Wemalelism: “Al bivhogice] vnganieaiog, dewo w e level of
molecules, has evolved a5 & result of natuml seloclion acling wupon penedc
variaton" (Debzhansky, Ayala, Stchios, and Valentine, Evolation, 1977). To say
thar X wels upon ¥ s W ostawe il X i wusative of 1. Bul ool seleckivn s
not, Cc pensg, A cAwsc - 4 POMuM muvens it the serse in which grevity,
for example, certainly is. It refers merely o 8 demogaphic stalement thal
dostaili,  wed shegs  pol  gxplagp. a8 precess of genetic tansformation i oo
porutation of breeding organisms,  Therefore, it bandly bclongs al the com of
the biclogical pamsligm. For Durwin it was the "preservarion of favorablz
variations and the lejection of injurious vaootons," and bhe hed ne cloar
conception of the preserving agend, o mevhanism. Mot Bologists have since
defined naoral selection, faithfully, as “differentiel reproducton in a populadcn
of genetically diverse organizms” bul have insistod  on  treating it ax  the
mechanism of cyalution.

The mror has becn the source of much confosion in biclogy, and has ployed
a role in the alienation of sociology from evolutonary hiclegy, whose emergence
wag pmmoled hy the woerks of Malthos, Ceownve, and Spencer, amonp others.
Riologists hove chastised we For the failuve i discover, or utlize & nomothetic
paradigem, but we could not recognize the biological gumes and cowld fairdy echo
the encient proverk: "It n't for a leek of appeme thal T don't eat”  The
nomos, however, has hagun in emergs lately, and may be graspad at several
levels. At one level it captures the biochemical process ol cellelar replicatwn
and, among sexual species, the meombination of genotypes, some of which ore
bettor ndaptod 1o tho competition for survival and reproduetion than othare.,
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‘The breakthrough may be crediled w the pllisnce of
disciplines known as sociobiolagy. I refer specifically m
the e called maximization principle. &n flempr W
teiticve, with the help of the genenic concept af inclusive
fimess, the aomodetic content of the Malthusian ggygzle
for _existonge  that  inspired the conoept of  nateral
seslection 1n the Nrscplace.

The progress of the thecrolics] upprading,  however,
leaves moch &y be desized. That is not a faulk it is a
deficiency suhjest to resoludon., The carly sklemenis of
the poneiple employed an overaduptionist steategy. A
cuse il point 18 Rarash's (Sociobiology and Rehavior, 1977:
42-4%) formulation: "When & behavior under slody rollocts
pame eomponent ol genotyps, the anionols ghould behave

&0 g 0 makimize their inclusive fitness." In response lo
criticism, A reformeladon  has emterged  that  may  be
vipearanited ar follows: Organisme tepd to behava o 65 12
meximize their inclesive Otpese. I ghall rentts o this
contaxL

Laws gnd _ Levels of Caysstion, — Whatever its
deficienaes, te mavimization principle does provide an
“"ufimate  (in-the-last.analysish memic al social  behavior.
Svignee, as we have cotoe to enderstand it in the lrsi hadf
millenninm, is oot possible without laws,  Withoul these
wr mey have desmoplions wd  conalations. but  their
reliability is ephemerel in timec and place, Laws e focal
poimls  Hiat somallate systemanbc apd cumuletive rescarch,
thereby  surrounding themselves with e ancillary
propesitions  thet rond out logical souctures, namely,
theones.

In the absence of Jaws we lack: (1) a logical
duective for concept formation thal bDunscends me purely
@l her contaxe: hence, {2) & fimm and fopteally adjudicaced
bagis for intelligible and prodective  comnmnication;
therefore, Turher, (3% & basls for r theorem-lke, and Lhus
linked, unfolding of theomretcal ideas and  research
programs; and, inter alia, (4) the means whoewith o
Tevognice a hierarchy of ceusadon and iherehy cngage in
B sicpwite struciasing of propositons ascerding to their
verying degrees  of  infurmmtiveness  or,  convorscly,
specificlty,  The result in sociolugy, as Lowki (AR, 135
1287 hes tecendy wnut it, has been & “proliferstion” of
theories rather than zn “sdvancement” of theory. One of
the mast grievous faccis of socioloyy is et lwhking a
noinothetic metde, we bave never renlly mined the Great
Masters who opened op what romaine one of the most
promising  fanders of modemn seholasbip. Eacpescs, of
curee,  persist,  typically  vying  for  singulwity  of
interproiation, but on balance old  theories have been
Tmuwded ool of our Umiwed span of aleaten” by aow
fMheories on sciendfically imelevant groumds (Lenski, ASE
1988: 145},

To say that we nead laws is to say alse that (1) we
need to recopnize levels of cawsstion, (23 Jaws provida the
wlamune, ok eontraeed to the proximats lewels; and (3)
the search for the wlbmate is the fArst prionly of soence
- first the rule, lhen the exaceprionk.  Haein lies the
hewt nf "tha coriologicel crigis"
sociclogical aversion to sociobiology,  Many sooiclegists
consiler laws wnnéceseary, 1f not almpgather drcelevont or
at moet secondary  in  importance {eg. Giddens, The
Conslimtion of Society, 1984), Ovcasionally, we ars aven
teptad to wrongly aceuse sociobiolopists, most notably E.
0. Wilson (Sgciobiplogy: The New Syothesis, 1975), of
holding thet "we noed 10 {ocus on altwmate canses and oot
proTimate canges”  Curious  reasonings then Pollow 1o
demonstate thet the roversc 1= bwe, anel lypecally  dmg
along an nld gauche evvon ceganisms behave primarily for
the good of the species {eg. Gove, in The Amencan
Socinlogivl, 1987+ JRS_ TRE)

— and perhaps of the

Hinlegists, like other scientisis, think 0l causality o
lerms of the mwtoal dependence of relevant faciors.  How
eould  sociobiologists, for cxample, fwil to think in
sysigmic, or “coevalupenary,” terms when evolodon ilsell
i wnderstod 8s a process of speciaion on the bosis of
adaplation, nawnely, the functionsl interdependence of
organisr (genotype) and envionmenlt?  Bul sysiems are
arely il ever consdtued by etiological symmetrics, they
feature overdetermining faelors.  The rele, thus, is that in
the smdy of cicles  of  inendependencs,  sysiemic
explanations and prediclions  given  efelogical prorily fo
the overdetermining factors, somelimes tefared m, for
convenience sake only, a5 e “oonsbms” (e, Faew Do
& Trestize on Genarsl Soclolpey. 1916/1%63; Lenski, ASK.
1988, How cogld il be oterwise since there are
overdenmining  precisely in the sense Dwl bypleally, e
other system veriables very more in meacton to tham than
0 onc #nather? Thue the comstant i5 @ an extenl the
thread Wil bolsds, wrganizcs, colates tve other  varinbles
wgether. 15 the consmnt always biologleal i nature?
Mot necessarily.  Human socichiology has shown that
culivasl factore can woften ovemide biclogioal oncs (=g

Lamisden and Wilson, Genes. FIML ST COjm:, Isel” ™

Lopreate, Humap Mawre and Biogultural Evclutiop, 1954}

Stll, explanaton makes nu sepse  witheot laws,
Imagine a physldst giving priorty to  the proxima
facters of the followipg bohaviors: a jogger, an airplane
in flight, a4 meteor, a soccer ball in play. Eech is
InfMaenced by “peculiar” fwcwors, but all obey the law aof
grovity,  And witheet first rgopurae to the Jaw, none of
tem can b eapleined. On the other hand, a combinution

nf wibimate and prosimaste factors does make explanaton
it somplete.

Human Newpe, Do orgemisms lend to maximize

fitvesa At ratedom or under the Oefloesce of  browmlly
directive innate programs, the so-called epigenctie rubes or



behavioral prodispositions?  Science hae shown that nature
abhors chaos, and smdies have stongly  sugpestcd a
geneny component in A vadety of behavioms, inclading
verhal ability, susceptibility 0 depossion sl suicide,
conformism, alcoholism, and  political  osigntagion (e,
Martin, Eswves, Hauath, Jardine, Feingold, and Eysencl,
“lransmussion of Social Atbiodes," Proceodings of the
National Acpdemy of Sciences, 1086:4364-47368)  Dedails
agide,  lherefore,  the eapus  of  the eociobiclogiesl
emterprise consists in the guest for & theory of human
nalure, ie. theose innae predisposifons that serve the
wasimtigution lendensy and geide individeale along certain
paths of socialization thal are mote or less  beoad
depending oo the rchness and pormissiveness of existing
raditions.

Consenels has heet tiddng  that, smong lhe  social
srionces, saciology i probably the most icoloted  oed,
thearebically, smong the most disoricnied. Gersiein and
Seiulli  (Porspectives, 1987, 10014y, for example, wrok
] - "There 38 o longer & theosetical core, such as
Parsons provided in the bygome postwar cra"  One may
queslivn  whether real cores can dissolve so quickly; the
ahatament 42 o Arky  Tale ﬂ'ixrlrrh'ing, ERI\H'!‘IUI’]}I' sinee  the
withors proceed o show trends towsrd  alliances among
the wiber sovial seicnoes thel mighl leave scciplopy out in
Tha anld

We Hpve Nothing ©w Loge.  Whal should we do?

What couldl we lnse by piving socinhinlngy & mv?  Supposa
ihat, as many argue, it is indead a new thecretical stage
i behavioral science?  Amhropology and psychulogy, and
o B losser extent economics. lingoisdes. and  polidcal
science have heen building solid bridges o evolutonary
biology vid sociobiology. The developments may Tanslabe
into hodged influence e well as theoreticul prowess, Why
not us? How, in the present mood, can wa cope with the
sooes ol new eyolulionist oumels, the CooOmnous [CEcach
progrems  in child  development end other epipensnbc
scienees, the truly path-breaking discoverics in theorelicad
nedmiodogy, he mpid mapping of the DNA  molecale?
Huw can wr deny the rekevance of socioblulogy without
frst making & serions effort to demonstate the vatidity
of e donladd Nolhing 15 more damaging e an
oniformed "No"

The buses of Our Tesisiance appear exocessively Cimsy.
Here are some of the most common: (1) As notd, we
object 1w what i only & ficriliove deferminism, (2] We
[car bheing “ebhsvrbed” by socobiclegy, Ukaebhy Goigeuiing
that the historical I1endency of systems is  owend
diffarentiation; FOIMmE universities have separate
depanmens ol biology,  eaolopy, ool tokayd 3
Socichiolopy iz said to be "racisl,” Tanti-fomimist” ek, It
iz always best m conecnomic on fhe logical stucture of
theorics, Beskies, how can socivbiology e sacst el s
the same tme he accused of secing insuffiekent

differences botween  humen  beings and  other  animals?
Huw can sociobiclogy be ent-feminist when some of the
fow tunge it can say for sure aboul gender diflerencen
are: (1] Dimposphism has been decressing end  hardly
warments & conlnoation of male dominance originally
Based on phyeical prrwer, (2} When the survivel of ontire
breeding populations ic considersd, “wometl are o men as
gold 15 0 din” {Lopreato, Human Naowe:. apd  Biocu |
Explutipn, Chapter 9. Just imogins tha [ ol o
hypothetcal scciaty of 999 men and one woman, Compare
i1 mow W one i which the proponions are reversed! And
thera iz jn vitpo concaption b Boot.

My sociobiology students volunizer deep feslings of
shame [or “the antlke” nature of human prejudics and
fin the “peacock comaplex of gowve"  Most amderstand
quickly that, just as geccentrism was the obstacle of
physical  griesce  prioe to the TAth centary, 20 0k
anthropocentnism, e sociological corollary, the fetter that
links our pettpecive on buman behavier & Creshionism,

It is said lhat sociobiclogy is “immature," that it
"claiing too taach," that it “denigrates” epciclogy, and so
fonh. Copernicuz" erience wae backward, too.  Newton
was horn 99 years after De Revolotiompbys, Clam
moch? Tha! remeins to be zeen. MNewton claitned far ton
Lide for EBinstein's taste.  Tloes it "denigrate" sociology?
Our hest response is bot e demgrate, it tarm, het
prosper theoretically.

The sty of seience shows that new  disciplines
develop by borrowing fom cstablished ones.  Hub wie have
A great deal w teach. too, Recall the maximization
principle.  lis formmlafion in wmms ol a lepdency s
hardly heuristic,. Science recommends a more demanding
slrategy:  for example. proposiions  whore  validity i
contingent on specifiable condiions. The best statement
of the pringiple would have  the Iolowing o
Otganisms  behave 50 a5, . maximize _their _inclosive

Iintss, provided thet conditions ab.c.p obtam.  Some of
thoee conditions are sociologlcal. Cwur work on religlous

behavior — for instance, ritmalishc chestity -- sugpests a
Mendelian self<leception that conditions the validiy of
e principle.  The motdem goeest for oo anodens®
{e.g. feedom w compete on the matkel 3nd the Kantian
sense of “the besntiful and the sublime™) resule in
Terility rowes it proprose w yualifien b s principle.
Sociobioiogists  are  Almost  entrely  incapable  of
conceplualizing  system  mneeds  ("emargencos"},  whereas
soviuligisly G Jnased s, Towever untidy, of the e,

To bomrow a law, however soft, and thershy cach &
glimpse of the possible logical squctore of our knowledge
iz not a bad deal. To help in the upgrading of the law,
among many other possible contibutions, is & very good
diad Ledesd, It may amcunt ko a crucinl conributon w
ong of the most ferile revolutions in the history of



science,  Thigviplines do not disappear when they engage in
“exira-territorial™ dialogunes; they are swallowod wp when
thasy vicld Ltheir powers and abligationa o othera.

In Romepbrance

Mamhaets of the Thetry Section tegrel the Tosent
passing of our colleagues, Morris Janowiz and Micholas
Mlullins.

Telerriaricy
BRITTISH SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY TODAY

Scott Lash
Eancaster Universily

What kas been happening in Brilish  soecielogical
theory?  Many Asrerican theorists ara aware of thegr
Brtish  coonterparts  mainly throogh the '"second brain-
drain” — of the likes of Michacl Mann, Steven Lukes, and
Parry Anderson —  of the mod-19808, o through
cocownlers with  the  increasing  nomber of  English
sncidupisls (I would wrgue mone 8 case of their increasing
afflnence, and of sociology’s intethatiobelization, than of
labivr mecke! despemmiion) who lwm op at conferences In
American,  This might well give the unprassion that
Britich theory i3 indeed in & very unhealthy siste. T am
canvinond thal very mueh the npposils is the case

Whal i= romarkable about British Sociclogy is the
unosually  farge nomber of hich quality  theosicls it
produced amiong those entering the profossion fom the
eatly 9608 throlgh the late 1908 HOw many Ameticans
are there, for example, of the caliber af Tony Giddens.
kichasl Mann, Steven Lukes, Gary Runcimen, or Sluar
Hallt  brnbsh socwological theory is clestly very sorong
arieng  inse who now are befweett their middle thinties
and early fifiies, Among cohotts oo old o heve
bopefited from lhe univergities” and sociology's expension
of the 15605, or young enough to have sullered the
Thatcheri:  culbacks from 1972 w0 the present, British
meory is admluedly very ihin on the grosnd.

Sociology in Britain and in continental Bumpe only
hecame  inRdwdonaltsed oun o»  significent seale witln dwe
mass expansion of hipher sducatien in the 194605, The
corresponding cra in the history of the U8 acedemy was
the 1920k In a plaomenon md Jissioile W e
advantages of lake indusmialization, thel i5, a sert of
"sociological — backwardncss  In perspective,”  Hritish
socklopy developed Jeie sl teen wilh consideralile B
aad all 4t onee.

The fist wave of this expansion, in he exly 1960,
wan aceompanicd by the nse ol "sonflict thoory", whese
central purveyors were David Lockwonod, fohn Hex, Jahn
Goldthorpe, Tom Bowwowmeore, and Ralph Dabrepdorf, Iis
paradigmatic werka wers porhaps Leokwaod's  boachmek,
article on "System Imtegration end Social Integration® and
Gojdthorpe, et al's Allluent Worker,  Conilict theorisi
were first and foromost onb-Porsonsiens,  They advocated
that conflict and nol consensws was the normal stawe of
affrirs in social systems. Moreover, consistant with the
chogneieristienlly British hiseorien] binks of sociclogy ond
the labor movement thesz anelysts sobsritmted a focos on
the furees of social clase in plase of the plumlism of
thair American Colleaguas,

During the late 19&0s and early 1970s things began
o ke on Ao alepether grester complexity.,  The former
pristine  Angla-Sasen  pority  of  Brlish  soviolaogicad
diseourse wes succumbing to the seductons of ideas from
continetital Europe.  The immediate impuct of this was the
meleoric Tise of Marxism, first, briefly, in the gnise of
Criwal Theory and secondly, much more lastingly, as
strnctural Moarxism. [n 1973, when 1 begon graduute
studies at the London School of Economics, there were no
ewer thun s hali-lvsen stedent groups resding Cupital.
Coming from the TS, and worse the Middla Wet, | wos
immediately ostacized as an "American empidcist.” 1
hing my head for months in the student cafes, bar and
refectory, untl it was discoversd that I could read French
better than most any of the others, and hence had access
o the new sweff hat off the Peision presses before i
wae aveilable in manslatinn. My smme sabeagquently msa

quickty.

Why Etructural Marxizm?T  Ferliape becanse (despite
the characteriste rcfusal of the Athusscrians W cnpsge in
reasoned arpument) of 1S emphasiz ofl "rgor” and sclence
that British graduetz students found compasible with their
own  peevions  schooling i analytic  philosophy  and
Fopperian philosophy of science. 3Some of Lthe work of
the Bridsh stoctural Mamists, for cxample coniributon
o Mew Left Review and Hindess and Hirst's Pre-Crpitatist
Modes of Producton was qulic high queliy. A Jat ol 1
L

Streciural Maraision pr s lwded guie yoivkly o e
late 1970s. A rumhber of its practiioners shifted their
interest from social theory to empirical peliiics]l coonomy,
whivh s thriving today as much in Drtnin a8 & i5 in
Morth America. At abour the same tme, considerable
interest developed in smdiez of colture - largely sparked
by the work and personality of Slumn Hall and  his
Bimingham  based Cenbe  for  Contemporary  Culture
Studics. Its obginal Marxist and Gremscian impetus has
Irecsy largely displaced teday by theorclical inputs om
semictics ardd postmodernism, bud its shifl In focue fram



hate W supersoucie purcly was pan of the beginning of
the end of British sociolegical darxism,

Finally, the remeskable rise of Tony OGiddens can he
dared from abowt the game point in Hme. Giddens, as
well az Lukes, Mann, and Punciman, have their rocke in
the older conflict theory, They have, however, creatively
situatad the latter in the context of newer Enropean
wless  Rritnin hae it foaer fonetiossd foam he Iute 1960s,
and for thie we can credit Pemry Anderson and Mew Left
Beview, ae the affectve  “entrepet”  for  Conlinemial
Furnpean theary.  Thesa mame fignrer hava nmlsn hronght
m sociology  the  argementative  skills of  analyiosl
philosophy.

The most recent geneetion of sociological theorists
ol the 1Y80s are &leo centered of these  oneeplual
aosstoads == European  idess.  conflict  theory.,  nao-
Marxism, analytic philosaphy -- atdl are producing st goie
8 f[uilful pace. Along with the decline of the labor
movement and the seemingly eternal mign of Thewherism.
there ic little Morxism of any kind sy more in the
thriving Brilish Sociclogical Associstion Theory  Group.
Theate it instesd intersst 10 Foocaull, Hsbermas, feminism
ad postinodernism as well as A bit of A reneissance in
Weherinn  theught, all of whivh is refecied in Jheory,
Culmre, &nd Society, the notably successful British journal
of the pest half decade or 5o

Despite the bmmin dmin and  Theicherist  public
spending cuts, sociofogy, and theory, continue two thrive in
Briwin. Ackoss w ihe public sphere -~ reglsiedcd In the
sheer  qQuantity of sociologists  contributing v New
Educajiog and Liwngy Supplemenu, bMurxism Toduy as
well B8 in Ielevision appearances -- i  onmatched in
American.  Swlaries e Jower (say for entoy assistant
prulessor  level some I5% lowea) [(han &t the WHE,
prestigions 115, universities. Bot I have heard of
American full professors with incomes a5 low gs $37,000
per your. In Britin e yory minimmum e some $4.5,000.,

The reel weakness and danger to British sociclogical
ey Les in the oear npossibility of owovganeor  or
avlemics {rom one univorsity 1 anothoer  within the
counry, and in the climate of pessimism begueathed to
deprrimenis by Thawcherive depletion of rescorces. Worst
of all is the virtaal absence of junior level job openings
in toeenl veers. In one momb of 1988 thore wero over
1K} junior posidons edvertised in the ASA  Epjplovimoot
Bullciin. The medisn  némber  of  oune  wack
appointments per Yeay in Britain in the 15980e hae hean
about two to four. It is this, pechaps morc then anything
else, which is mespopmble for the masecs of Britichers
whom one sees these days around conferences and senios

commaon 1oemms in the United S mies,

Conference Nows

Britizh Sociolagical Agsociaticn

Theory Group

The Boush Sociwlogesd Azsocistion Theory  Group
held & conference on Marxism and Sgcjal Chanpe al
Newcastle Polywchmic Janwary 5-6, 1989, Scheduled
sprakers  incloded Mihaile Markovie (Belgrade), David
Lockwoad (Essex}, Gotlftied van Rentham van den Bergh
(The Hazue), John Umy (Lancestsr), Edmund Mokreyoki
(Warsaw), Timnthy (FHagan (Fast Angha), Chosdopher
Bryant (Salford), and Nicos Mouzclis (London).  For
detaile contact Dr. Koy Boyne, Departnent of Apnhed
Roctal Secience, Neweastle Polytochnic.

Intemational Sociokgical Astociation
Eesearch Committes for Sociolinguistos

A conference om  Conversation,  Discourse,  and
Conffict will be held Mach 21-23, 1939, &t Triniwy
Cotlege, Dublin. Tne conterence will address  hath
substenitve and methodologicrl issues inm the analysis of
discourse and conversaton, ideclogical represenatons in
text amndd talk, and Telabons berween knowledge and pOWer.
Fthnic  jdentily, gender division. medicel  discoursc
political discourse, rhelorical struchures, conversational
stfalcgies, and conversaldonal agelysis will e among the
Wopics  discuszed. For more information contect the
Departitent  of  Socalogy, Tanlty College, Dublin 2,
IKELAND,

CRerman -American Theory Confercnes

The Germen-American Theory Conference, sponsored
by he Yelkswagon-Foundadon) on Culiwre: Effeens and
Conseguences will b2 held in Bremen June 23-25%, 1988
Participants will include Weil Smelser, Michae!l Schmid,
Roen,  Wulhnow, Mike Femherswone, Johannes Welss,
Shrouel Eisenstadt, Fugene Fochberg-Halwon, Guy Swanson,
Jeffrey Alexender, Stephen Kalberg, Klaus Bder, Michele
Lamont, Repate MMayor, wpd Ridawd B Tlan
promises to be an important confarence.

Ceming Thecty "apers Fublished

John Wilson
Duke Unjvessity

A moundweble ot the Atlenta ASA mectings provide
soms  lively discossion about the problems of getting
theory pepers poblished and, the sssiduous noteaker,
some  helpful  hints, Some inloresting  Insighls from  the
editomial  chair  inte  the process of reviewing theary



mmnuscripls  wers  providad by thoss invited o speak-
Charlez  Lemert, Cherles Smith, Swephen Wamer and
Morbert Wiley., All agrasd that there iz no eubetitute for
cteativity Bnd thar nothing condemns » mumussceqmt more
ceriaindy than s being simply a review essay.  Howewver,
there wae alks agreement thawt mway andwes of theory
pepers sottn o utuderestimate their creative faculics and
fail to push their ideas to their limite. To overcome this
particelar problam each of the editoes spoke Ancnntagingly
af  their  willingress to  work with  autham  throogh
successiva drafts of their papers.  In this respect, some ot
ihe roupdishle helisvad, getting theary papers  published
was  somawhat different from gefting more  empirical
materiel accopled, the process being more negoliable and
imtaractiva in the case of the former. Few papers it was
noted, were tojectsd outtight and in mest cases posilive
rovnmendation: for improvement and revison cauld be
e

Lhere was a miXiure of opnion about & nmumber of
iesnes  discessed. Some [eh thu theary papers tered
batter if they had cler empirical applicatiors while others
did not conskder this an advaniege at all. Some arjued
that papers which consise chiefly of concaptual refinement
were not theorstically cremtive, whilke othen  congidered
this & legitimate contribution i spclkl Meory.  Some were
convinced that trving o poblish theory peperm  presented
pecaliar difficalies while others were equally sure thar
they were no difTerent from those encounussd by more
empincally.oreniod writers.

The ediors reminded (helr  iDerhwweon o sone
"mwipe knowledpe” sbout theory publishing.  Firsy, he
welltead in the area in which you choose to write, and
make suTe you Include o your wesding e juuoml ow
which you submit your essay. Second, carefolly [ollow the
guidelines poblished by the joumal sad submit 8 "clean"
manuscript widh the reguisite number ol apics. Saluit
as i[ vou mssume your menuscrpt will be given serdouns
atention. Third, keep sbreast of whel is being published
where vl when,  Aveld being the mib submissivn wn a
lired subjerd und avoid submitting a  highly spacialized
¢psay w0 en interdisciplinery jonrnel.  Know what the
lading thinkers are saying right tww, mnt boep abiesst of
things. Fouarh, show vour manuscript o colleagass beforc
sbmitting it for formal consideration. Have a fiendly
erifle wll you whetler ws e you really hove anything 1o
sny and whelher of not you make your «ssential points
cleer 0 the paper. Fifth, if your paper is mot accepted
bul youw @ww ikl b orevise and resubmit iy, by to resisl
the iemplation to send it oll immedistely ke anotha
wumal unchanged. Mot only is this discourteous o the
eliter sl wvicwos, who hewe spent many hours working
on your peper for your benefit, it iz also impolitic
becanse the world of sociological theory iz amell and
nmnussiple have o tendency te “do the rounds” among =
Fairly Ermired group of specialists in a given fiald,

Writing theory papers is, a5 one commbualor poc it
an Awepome vecponcihility.  bacause we are asking olhors
bo take cur ideas seriously, We candol simply asmume the
originality of our data will goarantze us a place in the
table of conlenl:.  We smet, tn eama degres chanpe
pecple’s minds, shift their often firmly fimed perspective.
This is a daundng prospect oo those whe mspire & publish
thanry in reforoed  joumals. On the other hand. Lhe
Atlanta roundiable provided comforliing reassurances  that
those who must make the crucial decisions o0 our papets
gre "on our side". preparsd. as offen ac not, o give os
the benefil of the doabt. They orge us to be amhibiows
arud (r30e Tisks.

Work in Frogress
Toward & Sochology of Change in the Legal Profession

Giovanni Busing
Universite de Lavzsnne

We are cumently engeged in a rosamch peoject on
the professions., The main focus is on lawyers and change
ooourTing in their professivnn]l crganisaticne,  This papes
starts oul on 8 quasi-cthnographic basis with a study of
lawyers In the French speaking canwn of Yaud, in
Swilmabhunl, Thix fist step will ultimmtely lend ws o the
more general consideration of lewyer's aclivites, viewed
a5 an importanl part of the inticate state  machinery.
Tie stocture of the profession is being anaformed by a
nomber of laciors including new types of clients, new
petivilics, infematicnalization of business, and the growing
imporance  of  lewyer/cliont  cenforenccs  prior o the
establishment of new ventures {especially enterpriscs of an
inicmatione) character), Hence the profession has ta deal
with growing diversification and wnds to spresd cuside
the madisonal bhoundaries of the law. This wansformaton
necossilaics  the establishment of a socwlegy of chanpe
far the kegal profession.
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(Notfy Pepmectives of new publications)

Beminder; Mominations far the 1980 Theary Prive are due
February 14, 198%. If you have a peper 1o nominate, send
five coples to Samucl W. Keplan, Depmiment of Socinlogy,
Eryn Mawr Cuollege, Cheir of the Thawy Prize Comemdilee.



