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Section on the  
History of Sociology 

After all, we are not 
training historians but 
sociologists. My conten-
tion is that the field has 
developed – at least until 
fairly recently—by the 
emergence, develop-
ment, and occasional 
hegemony of schools. 
 
II.  “Schools” have a long 
history in sociology – 
how can it be otherwise 
if so much of sociology, 
now and then, has been 
the quest for community, 
present or absent in the 
everyday lifeworld? 
While sociologists rou-
tinely invoke (very 
briefly) Comte as the 
founder of sociology, 

(Continued on page 4) 

A VISTA FOR RESEARCH IN THE HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGY: 
SCHOOLS AS THE UNIT OF ANALYSIS—Edward A. Tiryakian  

The Disobedient Generation: Social Theorists in the Sixties. Edited by 
Alan Sica and Stephen Turner. 2005. The University of Chicago Press. Paper 
$24 (ISBN 0-226-75625-4), Cloth $62 (ISBN 0-226-75624-6).  

 I.  I was recently invited 
by the editors of The 
International Encyclope-
dia of the Social Sci-
ences, 2nd ed 
(Macmillan 2007) to pre-
pare an entry on 
“Sociology, Schools”. I 
draw on this and earlier 
writings on schools to 
present to those having 
a serious interest in the 
history of sociology why 
I consider this a still un-
trodden vista for signifi-
cant research and for 
application in revising 
how we train graduate 
students in the history of 
the discipline. 
 It is fine to teach 
undergraduates the 
names of individual so-

ciologists who have 
made their mark in the 
development of sociol-
ogy – indeed, I have 
done that in my teach-
ing the undergraduate 
course (which when I 
gave it regularly was 
designated “History of 
Social Thought”). In 
fact, most textbooks in 
sociological theory or 
the history of sociologi-
cal theory do follow 
some sort of individual-
izing order, with some 
“canons” and perhaps 
some idiosyncratic 
choices. But this order-
ing is not the optimal 
way of training gradu-
ate students of sociol-
ogy, in my judgment. 

generation of 68,” and 
the environment or cul-
ture of the period as “the 
events of 68.”  They also 
note that the students of 
68 began their education 
on “a high note,” but 
when Ph.Ds. were com-
pleted the job market 
was glutted and career 
opportunities for white 
males diminished by Af-
firmative Action and the 
feminist movement.  The 

(Continued on page 8) 

In writing to in-
heritors of the sociologi-
cal tradition, Alvin 
Gouldner reminded us 
that “. . .the roots of soci-
ology pass through the 
sociologist as a total 
man [and we presume 
woman], and the ques-
tion he [she] must con-
front. . .is not merely 
how to work but how to 
live” (1970: 489).  The 
Disobedient Generation 
is about becoming a so-

ciologist and about 
working and living in 
the change, challenge, 
loss, and chaos of the 
sixties.  The book con-
sists of an Introduction 
and 18 chapters, writ-
ten by sociologists 
whose names are rec-
ognized for their contri-
butions to social the-
ory. The editors focus 
on 1968 as the “peak 
of sociology,” label stu-
dents of the era as “the 
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New HOS section officers for 2006-2007 

 

The HOS Nominations Committee 2005-2006  
 
Susan Hoecker-Drysdale, Chair 
Alan Sica 
Jan Thomas 
Stephen Turner

The Nominations Committee of HOS is pleased to announce the results of the Spring 2006 elections. 
We congratulate those elected and look forward to their leadership as officers in HOS during the next 
three years.  We also wish to express the appreciation of the entire HOS membership to those who 
stood for office but were not elected. Their commitment to the section as expressed by their candida-
cies is deeply appreciated. We look forward to welcoming our new officers at our meetings in Montreal. 

Chair-Elect (2006):  Jennifer Platt 

Secretary-Treasurer (2006-2009):  Mikaila L. Arthur 

Council Member (2006-2009): Sylvia Pedraza 

Council Member (2006-2009): Alford A. Young Council Member (2006-2009): Alford A. Young 

Council Member (2006-2009): Sylvia Pedraza 

Secretary-Treasurer (2006-2009):  Mikaila L. Arthur 

Chair-Elect (2006):  Jennifer Platt 

The Nominations Committee of HOS is pleased to announce the results of the Spring 2006 elections. 
We congratulate those elected and look forward to their leadership as officers in HOS during the next 
three years.  We also wish to express the appreciation of the entire HOS membership to those who 
stood for office but were not elected. Their commitment to the section as expressed by their candida-
cies is deeply appreciated. We look forward to welcoming our new officers at our meetings in Montreal. 
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Congratulations to the History of Sociology Award Winners  

Graduate Student Paper Award 
Jonathan Dirk VanAntwerpen, Univ. of California at Berkeley 

"Empiricism, Interactionism, and Epistelmological Authority: Reexamining Blumer's Early Sociological    
 Practice" 

Book Award 

Anthony J. Blasi, Tennessee State University 

Editor, Diverse Histories of American Sociology (Brill 2005) 

Distinguished Scholarly Achievement 
Irving Louis Horowitz, Rutgers University 

The presentation of these awards will be made at the HOS reception in Montreal, Sunday, August 13. 
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Calhoun, Craig and Jonathan VanAntwerpen.  “Orthodoxy, Heterodoxy, and Hierarchy: ‘Mainstream’ So-
ciology and its Challengers” in Sociology in America: A History, edited by Craig Calhoun. Chi-
cago: University of Chicago Press, forthcoming 2006. 

Glenn A. Goodwin and Joseph A. Scimecca, "Classical Sociological Theory: Rediscovering the Promise 
of Sociology" 

Hewitt, Regina. 2006. Symbolic Interactions: Social Problems and Literary Interventions in the Works of 
Baillie, Scott, and Landor. Lewisburg, PA: Bucknell University Press. 

Lidz, Victor and Harold J. Bershady.  (2006).  “Parsons’ Tacit Metatheory”.  In Helmut Staubmann, ed., 
Action Theory: Methodological Studies. Hamburg: LITT Verlag. 

Lidz, Victor. 2006 “Introductory Comments” to “The Sociology of Knowledge and the History of Ideas” (by 
Talcott Parsons). In Helmut Staubmann, ed., Action Theory: Methodological Studies. Hamburg: 
LITT Verlag. 

Phillips, Alton and Jonathan VanAntwerpen. “Histories of American Sociology: Readings and Resources” 
in Sociology in America: A History, edited by Craig Calhoun. Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press, forthcoming 2006. 

Segre, Sandro. 2005. "A Weberian Account of Social Norms and Trust in Financial Markets." Max Weber 
Studies, Vol. 5 (2). 

Segre, Sandro. 2005. La relación entre Weber y Troeltsch y la génesis de La ética protestante In Javier 
Rodriguez. En el centenario del la ética protestante y el espiritu del capitalismo (Javier Rodriguez 
Martinez ed.). Madrid: Centro de Investigaciones Sociológicas (Spagna). 

Segre, Sandro. 2005. L'etnometodologia in Italia, in Luigi Muzzetto, Sandro Segre (eds.), Prospettive sul 
mondo della vita. Sociologia fenomenologica ed etnometodologia: materiali per un confronto. Mi-
lano: FrancoAngeli. 

Segre, Sandro. 2006. "Sociologia fenomenologica e interazionismo simbolico." Quaderni di Sociologia, 
Vol. 41 (2). CA: Thomson/Wadsworth. 

Sprague, Joey and Kelley Massoni.  2005.  “Student Evaluations And Gendered Expectations: What We 
Can’t Count Can Hurt Us,” Sex Roles:  A Journal of Research 53, 11-12:  779-793. 

Sprague, Joey.  2005.  Feminist Methodologies for Critical Researchers:  Bridging Differences.  AltaMira/
Rowman & Littlefield. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Tocqueville in New Orleans… before and after Katrina,” Sociation Today, 4, 
no. 1. 

(Continued on page 4) 

Recent Member Publications 
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Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Emile Durkheim” and “Pitirim A. Sorokin” in George Ritzer, ed., The Black-
well Encyclopedia of Sociology. Oxford and Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing.        

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Gabriel Tarde,”, “Alain Touraine,” and “Tradition”, Cambridge Dictionary of 
Sociology, Bryan Turner, Editor. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “A Sociologist for the 21st Century: Pitirim Sorokin,” in Biblioteca Javier Coy 
de Estudios Norteamericanos, Elvira del Pozo, ed., Valencia, Spain. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Have Sociological Passport, Will Travel,” in Mathieu Deflem, ed., Sociolo-
gists in a Global Age: Biographical Perspectives. Aldershot Hants, UK and Burlington, VT: Ash-
gate. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Introduction” to reissue of Pitirim A. Sorokin, The United States and Russia. 
New Brunswick, N.J: Transaction Publishers, forthcoming. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Globalization and Civilization,” in Roland Robertson, ed., Encyclopedia of 
Globalization.  New York: Grolier Academic. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “When is the Nation no longer?” for Andreas Sturm, Mitchell Young and Eric 
Zuelow, eds., Globalization and Nationalism: The Persistence of Nations. Routledge Studies in 
Nationalism and Ethnicity, Wm. Safran series editor. London & New York: Routledge. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2006. “Coping with Collective Stigma: the Case of Germany,” in Daniel Rothbart 
and Karina Korostelina, eds., Identity, Morality, and Threat: Studies in Violent Confllict. Lanham, 
MD: Lexington/Rowman and Littlefield. 

VanAntwerpen, Jonathan. “Critical Sociology and the Interdisciplinary Imagination.” Thesis Eleven 84: 
60-72 (February 2006). 

VanAntwerpen, Jonathan. “Resisting Sociology’s Seductive Name: Frederick J. Teggart and Sociology at 
Berkeley” in Diverse Histories of American Sociology, edited by Anthony J. Blasi. Leiden: Brill, 
2005. 

Wright II, Earl and Thomas C. Calhoun.  2006.  "Jim Crow Sociology: Toward An Understanding of the 
Origin and Principles of Black Sociology Via the Atlanta Sociological Laboratory."  Sociological 
Focus 39(1):1-18. 
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Research in the History of Sociology—continued 
an “economy of scale” being 
part of a school which is not 
available to individuals. Yet, 
some truly highly gifted and 
productive figure leaves his or 
her mark on the discipline, at 
least for a while. So, one should 
also discuss great individuals, 
as one does in the customary 
treatment of the development of 
the field. But this time, the indi-
vidual gets an added signifi-
cance in relating that persons to 
a school his/her contemporary. 
So, for instance, Herbert 
Spencer is often taken as the 
foil of Durkheim. True enough, 
but, though Spencer wrote far 
more than Durkheim and 
though Jonathan Turner has 
repeatedly vindicated the intel-
lectual worth of  Spencer 
(Turner 1985), the Durkheimi-
ans made a united front of so-
cial realism and the critique of 
utilitarianism, while nobody 
even in his later years took 
Spencer very seriously. Why? 
(advantage belonging to a 
school, I suggest). Two other 
great individuals to look at in 
the context of not having 
schools: Max Weber and Pitirim 
Sorokin. Weber is the case 
where the figure who still tow-
ers the field today like no oth-
ers, did not have a “school” in 
Wilhelmine Germany, though 
he was a central figure recog-
nized by all. Sorokin was 
equally brilliant intellectually (I 
can speak from personal ex-
perience as his TA), but tem-
peramentally was not a good 
graduate student teacher, 
whereas his nemesis Parsons 
was: Sorokin lectured to stu-
dents, Parsons interacted with 
them. 

(Continued on page 6) 

they could make the genesis of 
sociology more interesting and 
more relevant (especially in terms 
of the general theme of 2007 ASA 
meetings, “Is Another World Pos-
sible?”) if they started the histori-
cal narrative of sociology with 
Saint-Simon. It is one thing to ac-
knowledge, if at all, that Comte 
was the one-time secretary of 
Saint-Simon, and perhaps even to 
mention that Saint-Simon had a 
grand vision of a new science of 
“social physiology” to cope with 
the transformation and social up-
heavals of European society at 
the beginning of the 19th Century. 
But graduate students, at least, 
should learn about the real school 
of adepts that gathered around 
Saint-Simon, the Saint-
Simoniens, attracted to their char-
ismatic leader and his vision of a 
bountiful industrial age. Many of 
them, some coming from marginal 
social strata, went on to become 
leading entrepreneurs of the Sec-
ond Empire. But their intimate 
gatherings, vehement discus-
sions, communal lifestyle, and 
even schisms gave them public 
recognition. 
 If the Saint-Simoniens did 
not fill academic places, they are 
as much or as little of a school as 
those who grouped a generation 
later around Marx. Just as Saint-
Simon’s teachings were promul-
gated and codified by some close 
lieutenants, so did Marx benefit 
from the steadfastness of Engels, 
during and after Marx’s lifetime. 
Marxism, of course, has had 
many varieties, some taught in 
the academy, some practiced in 
the raw of party organization, but 
there is no difficulty in recognizing 
a Marxist school. The networks of 

(Continued from page 1) the school, its mode of recruitment, 
its adaptations to mainstream insti-
tutions, its diffusion across disci-
plines including successes and fail-
ures (e.g., why given that Marx if 
anything identified himself as an 
economist has he had a greater 
niche in sociology than in econom-
ics?) are integral to a presentation 
of Marxism, yet this is seldom in-
voked in what undergraduates and 
graduates are taught in the history 
of sociological theory. 
 Contemporary with Comte 
and Marx is a school which seldom 
gets noticed on this side of the At-
lantic, yet was very influential in 
France in the period of Napoleon III 
: the school of Frederic Le Play 
which carried out extensive empiri-
cal field research on working condi-
tions and family organization. Be-
sides being labeled as 
“conservative”, their bad luck in 
American historiography of sociol-
ogy is twofold: first, their guiding 
postulate was to search for social 
peace instead  of social conflict, 
and second, their major works do 
not seem to have been translated 
into English. But they would offer 
important research possibilities: 
their nexus to the basic postulates 
and approach of the next great 
French school, the Durkheimians  
(Besnard 1983). Politically, Le Play 
and his followers were to the right, 
the Durkheimians to the left (social 
democrats). Yet, both shared im-
plicitly a model of normative social 
integration. 
 In doing a “schools ap-
proach” it is certainly heuristic to 
compare the institutional clout a 
school has by dint of volume of 
publications, placing of students via 
networks having the charismatic 
intellectual leader or his immediate 
lieutenant develop professional and 
institutional ties. In effect, there is 
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Research in the History of Sociology—continued 

 And when we move into the 20th century, we have other schools that form major segments in the 
development of sociology. As American as apple pie used to be, the Chicago School needs no introduction 
and has been extensively studied as such ( among many, Abbott 1999; Bulmer 1984). But even here, it is 
more common in textbooks on the history of sociology to talk about the contributions of individual members 
of the school than to discuss and present how they interacted, how they recruited and socialized, how they 
were placed, what resources they commanded in what ways, how they fitted in the University of Chicago, 
and the like. And to make the research pot a little thicker, what connections did Chicago have with sociol-
ogy and social anthropology outside the United States, for example with France, on the one hand 
(Halbwachs was recruited to teach a semester at Chicago) or with Great Britain, on the other. 
 Even the absence of connections and networking might become relevant to a schools approach. 
So, for example, at the same time as the Chicago school flourished and was at its zenith in the 1920s, the 
“Frankfort School” with Horkheimer, Marcuse, Adorno, Benjamin and others were developing an enriched 
Marxism linked to psychoanalysis. Did these have any contact with one another, say perhaps with Karl 
Mannheim and Louis Wirth? 
 In terms of training and research undertaken by graduate students brought together in a single de-
partment and exposed to a basic paradigm by an intellectual leader and his close associate, the Chicago 
school for the 1920s and early 1930s can be considered “hegemonic”. It had publication outlets for its stu-
dents’s dissertations and a great sociological journal for established scholars. The fame and prestige of the 
Chicago department spread world wide and it would be part of the archival research to see what students 
came from what countries overseas to study what courses under whom, and in turn, what did they do after 
their graduate stay? Some years ago while I spent a sabbatical semester at the University of Laval in Que-
bec, I met Jean-Charles Fallardeau who as a graduate student had gone to Chicago and brought back 
training in field research; he also was an important contact with Horace Miner and Everett Hughes who 
launched community studies in French-speaking Canada. 
 The second hegemonic school that comes to mind is the postwar Harvard school that gathered in 
the Department of Social Relations, and under the charismatic intellectual leadership of Talcott Parsons 
made “structural-functional analysis” seem to be the vital core of the sociological enterprise, grounded in 
the study of social systems. 
Like the Chicago school, the theoretical framework was reinforced by very capable figures in social psy-
chology, social anthropology, clinical psychology, and statistics. A schools analysis would bring into focus 
how the school recruited in competition with other centers (Columbia, Wisconsin, Chicago), how its mes-
sage was diffused outside the United States, its various resources including a multitude of publication out-
lets.  

Finally, at least for this very brief sketch of the heuristic merit of doing a schools approach, one may 
raise a twofold question: first, can schools prolong themselves for more than one or two generations ? are 
schools so tied to a basic paradigm of the intellectual leader that it cannot expand into new domains or 
keep up with the times? Perhaps schools become institutionalized in the culture of a department and per-
haps there are ruptures in that culture when some new faculties are brought in who are not in the network 
of the department’s previous leadership. Essentially, the question here is one of the dynamics of schools 
over time, a vast topic for research. 

Second, I leave this topic with the question as to whether “schools” are present today in American 
sociology. If so, how would they be identified and categorized? If none come readily to mind, what does 
this tell us about the state of American sociology today?   

So I leave with this cursory treatment of what I do consider an important and necessary sociological 
complement to how we deal and present as the history of sociology. I welcome comments.—Edward A. 
Tiryakian, Duke University, Durham, NC 

(Continued from page 5) 

(Continued on page 7) 
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Research in the History of Sociology—continued 
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Urgent Message from the Chair— 
HOS Section Members Needed! 

According to the HOS membership count as of 7/31/2006, a minimum of 84 new members are needed in 
the HOS section by Sept. 30, 2006.  Unless we can get 84 additional members between now and Sep-
tember 30, we can only count on ONE session at the New York meetings.  We have 33 student members. 
How to increase numbers has been my central preoccupation this past year and should continue to be the 
focus in 2006-07. Please come to the council meeting with suggestions that can be put into practice be-
fore the 9/30 deadline.—Ed Tiryakian 



Review of Disobedient Generation—continued 
by a war that forced them to 
make personal decisions about 
life and death and about their ca-
reers. The sixties in Europe are 
characterized more generally by 
the “events of May,” or as “the 
pivotal year,” with the Paris stu-
dent uprising treated as represen-
tative of the era.  John Hall, a Ca-
nadian,  acknowledged the differ-
ent social worlds in pointing out 
that neither he nor his European 
colleagues “faced a draft that 
might get them killed in Southeast 
Asia,” nor did they experience a 
country forced to “face up to its 
racial scar” (p.132).  “For men, 
the draft was the 1960s” and “the 
draft virtually forced you to barter 
your values” (Abbott: 29, 31).   All 
of the US male contributors ad-
dressed the draft issue and its 
impact on their lives although 
only one served in the military. 
Another did alternative service as 
a conscientious objector; yet an-
other filed for conscientious ob-
jector deferment only to be turned 
down and to appeal the decision 
until the draft was ended.  One 
contributor candidly acknowl-
edged becoming a seminary stu-
dent in order to receive a ministe-
rial deferment although he had no 
intention of becoming a minister.  

The autobiographical 
chapters comprising this volume 
are varied and uneven in content 
and style. Some writers ap-
proached their task with very per-
sonal points of reference and oth-
ers abstract ones. Most authors 
characterized the sixties as per-
ceived or experienced; some, 
however, avoided the personal 
and discussed the decade in 
terms of its impact on social the-

(Continued on page 9) 

editors assume that this genera-
tion of sociologists is unique in 
their pedagogical and cultural 
experiences. They also assume 
that their impact on sociology is 
predetermined by the fact that 
the “great figures of academic 
sociology,” most now in their 
70s, are “departing the scene” 
leaving a small cohort from the 
post-war “institutions of scholar-
ship shaped by the GI Bill.”  The 
heritage and the future of sociol-
ogy will subsequently become 
the responsibility of the 
“generation of 68” (Sica and 
Turner:xii).  
 This volume cannot be 
critiqued substantively because 
the contributions are quantita-
tively and qualitatively different, 
some largely about work; others 
about social locations and ex-
periences vis-à-vis the events of 
the sixties.  Nor can the work be 
critiqued as representative of 
the theoretical contributions of 
the sixties.  Contributors are 
largely white males; four fe-
males are included.  Despite the 
fact that much of the culture of 
this generation in the United 
States was defined by the Civil 
Rights movement and paradig-
matic changes in sociology 
were driven by confrontations 
with racism, the only African 
American included is Patricia 
Hill Collins.  In fact, the contribu-
tors are “success stories” rather 
than profiles in disobedience or 
even nonconformity.  As one of 
the contributors concluded, “To 
be truly disobedient and so de-
serving inclusion in this volume, 
one would have to refuse to be 
included” (Woolgar: 312).  The 

(Continued from page 1) editors do not say if anyone re-
fused inclusion; nor do they give 
the criteria for those included. 
The volume must be critiqued for 
what it is, autobiographical de-
scriptions of the interaction of 
professional and personal devel-
opment with social location, and 
macro-level social events.  His-
torically, 1968 was the year that 
the Viet Nam War was acceler-
ated and expanded with the Tet 
offensive; it was the year that 
the Soviet Union invaded 
Czechoslovakia; the year of vio-
lent student rebellions and a 
general strike in France; and 
when two American heroes, 
Martin Luther King, Jr. and 
Robert F. Kennedy, died at the 
hands of assassins. In 1968 
there were police confrontations 
with students in Paris, at Colum-
bia University and on other cam-
puses, and in the streets of Chi-
cago during the National De-
mocratic Convention; and black 
Olympian athletes gave the 
Black Power salute as they re-
ceived their metals.   

The choice of contribu-
tors from the US, Canada, and 
Europe defines this work as 
something more than another 
US retrospective on the sixties.  
There is, however, evidence that 
the contributors experienced dif-
ferent social worlds.  This is ac-
knowledged only indirectly in 
Sica’s Introduction (pp.1-16).  
The “graduates of 1968” in the 
United States are framed by the 
assassination of John F. Ken-
nedy when they were high 
school seniors and the assassi-
nations of Martin Luther King, Jr. 
and Robert Kennedy when they 
were college seniors. Sica de-
scribes this cohort as tormented 
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Review of Disobedient Generation—continued 

Please join us in Montreal! 

ory and research (B.Turner:282-283).  In fact, even personal accounts were often framed analytically in 
theoretical rhetoric.  Karen Cetina described the sixties as “a continuous Harold Garfinkel experiment” (p. 
179); Calhoun concluded that the sixties, in defiance of Sorokin’s grand scheme of social and cultural dy-
namics, represented simultaneously the “sensate, ideational, and idealistic” (p. 93). Jeffrey Alexander pro-
claimed that the sixties made him into a social theorist because “It created the space not only to make the 
world anew but to think it anew” ( p.41).  Some contributors were esoteric and impersonal in their reflec-
tions; such was the conclusion that “. . .social theory as an explicitly designated activity and form of schol-
arship is more or less identical with this period. . . .a diagnosis of the times” (Outhwaite: 216).  On the 
other hand there is sometimes candor stripped of all idealism, as when Wright explains his decision to be-
come a quantitative sociologist although he was more at home with qualitative work: “research anchored 
in conventional survey research. . .offered tangible rewards” (p. 339).  
 It is presumptuous to draw conclusions from a body of work such as The Disobedient Generation.  
The collection, however, presents several interesting and obvious themes.  First, most of the contributors 
came to sociology circuitously: they were in the right place at the right time, either to come under the influ-
ence of mentors or to be offered a job, fellowship, or other academic opportunity.  Second, many of these 
now well-known sociologists were more influenced by the sociology of the public than that of the class-
room.  The student protest movements, both in the US and abroad, were ideological but not without liter-
ary influences from economics, philosophy, political science, history, anthropology, and sociology.  Finally, 
the often criticized “fuzzy boundaries” of sociology allowed for the entrance of persons seeking to meld 
their intellectual interests with their consciousness, their humanness, and their activism.  
Other Works Cited 
Gouldner, Alvin W. 1970. The Coming Crisis of Western Sociology. New York: Basic Books.  
 

Joyce E. Williams 
Professor of Sociology Emerita 
Texas Woman’s University 

(Continued from page 8) 
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ASA Annual Meeting 2006,  
Montreal, Quebec, Canada 

Session Previews 
Sunday, August 13, 2006 

 
Session 1 (to be held at the time of the Section business meeting): 
Graduate Student Forum: New Perspectives on the History of Sociology 
Yolanda Johnson, University of Nebraska at Lincoln, convener, sociyyj@hotmail.com 
Bart Bonikowski, Princeton University, bartb@princeton.edu 
Isaac Reed, Yale University, Isaac.Reed@yale.edu 
Anna Xiao Dong Sun, Princeton University, xiaosun@princeton.edu 
 
Session 2 (invited papers): 
Panel Discussion,   The Impact of the 1960s on the History of Sociology 
Organizer: Edward A. Tiryakian, Duke University, Durkhm@soc.duke.edu 
Chair:  Eleanor Townsley, Mt. Holyoke College, etownsle@mtholyoke.edu 
Guy Rocher, University of Montreal, Rocher@droit.umontreal.ca 
Immanuel Wallerstein, Yale University, Wallerstein@yale.edu 
Alan Sica, Pennsylvania State University, Alansica@psu.edu 
Sandro Segre, University of Genoa (Italy), Segre@unige.it 
John Drysdale, University of Concordia (Canada)   drysdal@alcor.concordia.ca 
 
Session 3 (submitted papers): Globalization and the History of Sociology 
Organizer and Chair, George Ritzer, University of Maryland, Ritzer@socy.umd.edu 
Panelists:  Tekle Woldemikael (University  of Redlands)  
                  Jean Guy Vaillancourt ((University of Montreal)  
                  Hermann Strasser (University of Duisburg)  
                  Peter Beilharz (LaTrobe University) 
Discussant: Edward A. Tiryakian, Duke University, Durkhm@soc.duke.edu 
 
HOS Reception and Awards Presentation:  
Sunday, August 13, 2006, 6:30-8:15pm, Palai des Congres 
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ASA Annual Meeting 2006 
Montreal, Quebec, Canada 

Workshop/Seminar 
Saturday, August 12, 8:30AM- 12:10 PM 

(Registration with ASA required) 

 
Organizer and Convener: Edward A. Tiryakian, Duke University, Durkhm@soc.duke.edu 
 
Introduction: Charles Tilly, Columbia University, ct135@columbia.edu,“History and Sociology” 
 
Overviews:  Christian Fleck, University of Graz (Austria), Christian.fleck@uni-graz.at  “The History of  

Sociology : International Approaches” 
                     

Craig Calhoun, Social Science Research Council, Calhoun@ssrc.org 
“Preparing the History of American Sociology” 

 
Microlevel: Intellectual Biographies 

Barry Johnston, University of Indiana at Gary, bjohnsto@iun.edu, “Doing the intellectual bi-
ography of Pitirim Sorokin” 
 
Uta Gerhardt, Heidelberg University, uta.gerhardt@urz.uni-heidelberg.de  “Doing the intel-
lectual  biography of Talcott Parsons” 

 
Mesolevel:  History of Marginalized Groups; Institutional History 

Jill Niebrugge-Brantley, American University, niebran@american.edu 
         and Patricia Lengerman, American University, plenger@american.edu 
         “Doing the History of Women Sociologists”      
 

Ida Simpson, Duke University, isimp@soc.duke.edu 
         “Doing the History of the Southern Sociological Society” 
 

Macrolevel:  Methodological Research Issues in Comparative Histories             
Jennifer Platt, University of Sussex, j.platt@sussex.ac.uk 

 
Jack Goldstone, George Mason University, jgoldsto@gmu.edu 
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SECTION ON THE HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGY EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 

Position Name Affiliation E-mail Address 
Chair Edward Tiryakian Duke University durkhm@soc.duke.edu 

Chair-Elect Eleanor Townsley Mount Holyoke etownsle@mtholyoke.edu 

Past Chair Susan Hoecker-Drysdale Concordia Univ. & Univ. of Iowa susan_hoecker@yahoo.com 

Secretary-Treasurer Jill Niebrugge Brantley American University niebran@attglobal.net 

Council Members (2006) Donald Cunnigen University of Rhode Island dcunn@uriacc.uri.edu 

  Doris Wilkinson University of Kentucky dwilkin@uky.edu 

Council Members (2007) Larry Nichols West Virginia University larry.nichols@mail.wvu.edu 
  Jack Nusan Porter University of Massachusetts jacknusan@earthlink.net 

Council Member: (2008) Uta Gerhardt University of Heidelberg uta.gerhardt@urz.uni-heidelberg.de 

  Betsy Lucal Indiana University South Bend blucal@iusb.edu 

Student Member Yolanda Johnson University of Nebraska-Lincoln sociyyj@hotmail.com 

COMMITTEES OF THE HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGY SECTION  2005-2006 
ESTABLISHED AT PHILADELPHIA ASA MEETINGS AUG 13-16 2005 
Committee Name Affiliation E-mail Address 

Nominating Susan Hoecker-Drysdale Concordia Univ. & Univ. of Iowa susan_hoecker@yahoo.com 

Newsletter Cathy Coghlan, Editor Texas Christian University c.coghlan@tcu.edu 

Webmasters Eleanor Townsley Mount Holyoke etownsle@mtholyoke.edu 

  Mikaila Arthur New York University Mikaila.Arthur@nyu.edu 

Awards Mike Keen Indiana University South Bend mkeen@iusb.edu 

Distinguished Book Award Kay Broschart Hollins kbroschart@hollins.edu 

Distinguished Achievement Award Michael Hill University of Nebraska-Lincoln mhill@jwcc.edu 

Student Paper Award Anna Xiao Dong Sun Princeton University xiaosun@Princeton.EDU 

Membership Ed Tiryakian, Chair Duke University durkhm@soc.duke.edu 

2005-2006 ASA Council   
Officers of the Association Elected-at-Large 
Cynthia Fuchs Epstein, President, CUNY Graduate Center Rebecca Adams, University of North Carolina, Greensboro 

Lynn Smith-Lovin, Vice President, Duke University Judith Auerbach, American Foundation for AIDS Research 

Bonnie Thornton Dill, Vice President-Elect, University of Maryland Eduardo Bonilla-Silva, Duke University 

Troy Duster, Past President, New York University Evelyn Nakano Glenn, University of California, Berkeley 

Caroline Persell, Past Vice President, New York University Michele Lamont, Harvard University 

Franklin Wilson, Secretary, University of Wisconsin, Madison Nan Lin, Duke University 

Sally T. Hillsman, Executive Officer Ann Shola Orloff, Northwestern University 

  Gay Seidman, University of Wisconsin - Madison 

  Diane Vaughan, Columbia University 

  Bruce Western, Princeton University 

  Min Zhou, University of California, Los Angeles 

Frances Fox Piven, President-Elect, CUNY Graduate Center Kathleen Blee, University of Pittsburgh 
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