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ABSTRACT
This chapter discusses the concept of class in an important subfield, the sociology
of law. Class, a pivotal institution of society, was central to the earliest studies of
legal institutions and of law and inequality in particular. More recently, class has
played a less important role. This chapter argues for the continuing importance
of class and provides examples of its potential use in contemporary sociolegal
research. The first part reviews early work that employed class and instrumental
models of the state. Grounded, anti-formal models of law provided a contrast-
ing view. Following wider trends in the discipline, sociology of law turned from
structural models to theories of law as an ideology, and most recently, as reviewed
in the second part, to law as an element of consciousness and experience. While
acknowledging the value of contemporary research that documents a deeply tex-
tured, paradoxical, and nuanced analysis of the role of law in society, the third part
argues for theorizing the link between experience and context, including the role
of social class, and presents a research agenda for a sociology of law, where the re-
lationship between law and class is considered both as institution and experience.

“The plain fact is that in a new stage of capitalism, class divides as
ruthlessly as it did in the age of the Robber Barons.”
Richard Sennett,! 1942

1As quoted in “Back to Class Warfare,” The New York Times, December 27, 1994.
187
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188 SERON & MUNGER

INTRODUCTION

In this essay we review the ways in which class has been conceptualized and used
to explain the role of legal institutions in society. Though always controversial
in American social science, class is nonetheless central in thought and theorizing
about society, including its legal institutions. In the past two decades, theories
of class and social structure have been endlessly critiqued, and the importance of
class as a research concept reduced to the point of near extinction. Class is only
now beginning to be reconsidered—as one more anchor of personal identity
like gender, race, and ethnicity. The contemporary turn from structural theory
toward interpretive studies of experience emphasizes nuanced descriptions of
actors’ orientations to law in a particular context, but it has offered little to
explain the interaction between individual agency and continuing patterns of
political or economic hierarchy.

Understanding the structural foundations of class continues to be important
in the postmodern world. Class describes an individual’s position with respect
to the central economic and cultural institutions of society and, in turn, relates
that position to the social resources available to the individual. Just as new ways
have been found to bring the state back in or to create a new institutionalism
that acknowledges the importance of complex continuing patterns in social
life—but purged of deterministic claims—so class must be reconceptualized.
Indeed, our review of sociolegal research shows that class has continued to be
an important, if largely implicit, concept not only making possible a clearer
understanding of the distributive effects of economies but also providing a key
to understanding power in contemporary society.

We show here that class, as a marker for the distributive effects of law, has
been of great importance in sociolegal studies. In the 1970s, structural theories
began to decline in importance. In the sociology of law, the importance of
class was diminished still further by the weight of arguments of neo-Marxists
and others that law is an ideological force, not a straightforward reflection of
resource inequality or a simple instrument of domination.

The interpretive and postmodern turn in sociology is reflected in contem-
porary sociolegal research on legal culture and legal consciousness, and on
narrative and discourse about law. The critique and decline of grand theory did
not undercut interest in the concrete distributive consequences of law, the bread
and butter of the field, but the shift did sever these studies conceptually from
their roots in general theories of society. The second part of this chapter de-
scribes the shift as well as the conceptual limits of this paradigm: Agency alone
will not provide an understanding of the group-life of a society or its institutions
or the ways in which class continues to form an important bridge between those
contingencies that comprise elements of an actor’s own understanding of action
and those of which the actor is unaware.
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LAW AND INEQUALITY 189

Finally, the third part of the chapter presents a research agenda for a sociology
of law where the tension between structure and agency, class and law, frames the
undertaking. Using recent studies as examples, we show why the institutions
of class continue to explain dimensions of inequality and hierarchy and how
incorporating a nuanced, agency-sensitive concept of class will contribute to
the development of sociology of law and to class theory.

THEORY AND THE PROBLEM OF LAW AND INEQUALITY

The sociology of law has always drawn on theories prevailing in the discipline.
Early sociology of law was shaped by mainstream theories, including con-
flict, structural-functional, and grounded theories of society (Dahrendrof 1959,
Parsons 1964, Glaser & Strauss 1967). Conflict and structural-functional the-
ories have been particularly influential in the sociology of law. Both were
derived from nineteenth century social theory of industrial society in which
class structure was understood as fundamental, as a source of both order and
conflict. The purpose of the state was to make the differentiation of social roles
at the heart of class structure work smoothly (structural-functional theory) or
to contain the inevitable conflict that resulted from inequality created by class
structure (conflict theory). Marxist conflict theory also viewed the state as an
instrument of the ruling class or some combination of dominant classes (Marx
& Engels 1950). In all of these theories of the class-state, the law legitimates
state authority, enabling the state to carry out its purposes (see Evans 1963).
Almost all early sociology of law accepted this fundamental ordering of class,
law, and the state. Weber’s theory of legal formalism and the role of the legal
profession in maintaining the authority of law has also been influential. It is
not surprising, therefore, given the lineage of the theories dominating the early
sociology of law, that economic class was universally and uncontroversially the
measure employed in research on law and inequality.

A second perspective in the sociology of law was employed in studying
inequality, but without connection to grand theory. Sociology of law shares with
the discipline at large a body of research that begins with an anti-instrumental
and anti-formal model of the relationship between law and inequality. Growing
out of symbolic interactionism and inductive, grounded theory of society, law
and inequality are explained as social processes marked by situation and context
(Goffman 1956, 1961, Berger & Luckmann 1966).

Research within the sociology of law thus grew from widely shared theoret-
ical perspectives within the discipline, and the contradictory premises of these
perspectives, structural on one hand and antistructural on the other, contained
the seeds of tensions that have driven debates within the field about the role of
structure and class. Sociology of law has also been deeply influenced by intel-
lectual traditions specific to legal scholarship, particularly liberal legalism. In
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190 SERON & MUNGER

contrast to conflict, structural-functional, and grounded theories, liberal legal-
ism is not a theory, but rather a “description of ideal practices on which law as
we know it is said to depend” (Munger 1993:99). In this model of a sociology
of law, social science helps policymakers achieve the law’s ideals of fairness
and equality. The influence of liberal legalism explains, in part, the tendency
of American sociology of law to focus on description of legal problems rather
than on theory development.?

Law and Inequality From the Top Down

Law and society scholars, finding the egalitarian pretensions of both liberal
legalism and state theories of law an easy target, produced a vast literature
exploring the inevitable gap between an ideal of equal justice on the books and
the biases introduced by social organization into the law in action (Abel 1980).
Class was often an important element of the explanation of the “gap,” but it was
rarely developed theoretically.

Numerous studies examined access to justice for persons of limited means.
Research projects at the American Bar Foundation and elsewhere documented
the legal problems of the poor. The poor, it was shown, made only limited
use of lawyers and law, and a resources theory (Mayhew & Reiss 1969) was
developed to explain the failure to act in terms of lack of knowledge, lack of
material resources, or passivity in the face of oppression (Levine & Preston
1970, Curran 1977, Carlin, Howard & Messinger 1966, Mayhew 1968).

Abel (1973) reviewed this literature and reframed its agenda in more general
terms as a theory of the structure of dispute processing. While dispute process-
ing theory and research has been criticized for failing to examine underlying
social conflict (including class conflict) as well as the interplay and contesta-
tion that “socially constructs” all of social life (Kidder 1980-1981, Berger &
Luckmann 1966), Abel’s model provided a more precise conceptualization of
the effects of structural inequalities on legal and prelegal conflict resolution
than did any prior work (see also Felstiner, Abel & Sarat 1980-1981, Miller &
Sarat 1980-1981).

Studies examined the stratification of the legal profession, especially in large
cities (Smigel 1964, Carlin 1962, Handler 1967). Smigel’s seminal study of the
Wall Street lawyer, for example, documented the ways in which class and status
intersected to create a closed world of elite, WASP law practice dominated and
controlled by men. Class background and the privileges of status, as measured
by such indices as membership in the Social Register, were of no significance
for women, as Epstein’s (1983) work made abundantly clear: Daughters of

2 As a number of scholars have reported, in projects growing out of this model sociologists often
played a second-class role to legal academics (see Simon and Lynch 1989, Skolnick 1965).
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LAW AND INEQUALITY 191

the elite were systematically denied entry to the Wall Street firms of their
brothers. Epstein’s work demonstrates how gender alters the effects of class on
the stratification of legal practice. If gender was one key to exclusion from the
professional elite, so was service to clients at the lowest extreme of the class
structure, and several studies examined the careers and commitment of lawyers
for the poor (Handler et al 1978, Katz 1982).

Research showed the dependence of lawyers on the class structure of soci-
ety. A market-dependence theory of the legal profession, linking professional
organization and individual lawyer behavior to economic dependence on a cap-
italist market, profoundly influenced empirical research on both stratification
and the role of the profession in society (Abel 1989). A more sophisticated
theory of market dependence, combining literatures on the lawyer-client re-
lationship, network analysis, and theories of mobility showed that lawyers in
Chicago were stratified into two hemispheres of law practice defined by net-
works of professionals embodying distinct differences in clients, organization
of practice, career lines, and values (Heinz & Laumann 1982).

A large body of research on the role of courts and adjudication (see Galanter
1986 for an extensive review), documented the gap between the promises of
fairness and equality and the practices of the legal process. Research examined
the stratified functions and effects of courts (Wanner 1974, 1975), their rela-
tionship to external social organization, and the construction of roles within the
courts (Boyum & Mather 1986, Baum et al 1981-1982, Kagan et al 1977, 1978,
Galanter 1986). Tracking social movements for reform of adjudication led to
interest in the redistributive effects of judicial rationalization (Heydebrand &
Seron 1990), mediation, and alternative dispute resolution [described at length
by Menkel-Meadow (1984) and Galanter (1986) and extensively critiqued by
Abel (1982)].

At the focal point of the literature on law and inequality is an article by
Galanter, perhaps the most frequently cited in all of the earlier law and society
research literature, which attempts to summarize the vast array of findings up to
the mid-1970s (1975). The article presents a process model of the cumulative
effects of disadvantage between those Galanter calls one-shot players in law
and those he terms repeat players. The disadvantages stem from differences
in knowledge, experience, material resources, and the social context of typical
pairings between one-shotters and repeat players. In addition, the differences
in knowledge, resources, and organizational capacity are exacerbated by the
institutional biases of legal process itself—unequal access to lawyers and abil-
ity to command their best efforts, the complexities of litigation that favor the
knowledgeable and the rich, and the advantages of being able to “play for rules”
in legislatures and before courts. In all but explicit terms, the article presents
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192 SERON & MUNGER

a comprehensive summary of the sociology of law research showing that the
system of justice is thoroughly embedded in the class structure, and indeed the
title of the article carries the message—“Why the Haves’ Come Out Ahead.”
While Galanter presents a clear and powerful description, he does so, much
as does the field itself, without developing a strong conceptual or theoretical
scheme: In an article laced with evidence of inequality and hierarchy, the term
Haves’, like social class itself, is neither defined nor theorized.?

Law and Inequality From the Ground Up

There is a second, anti-instrumental and anti-formal tradition of research and
theory development in the sociology of law. In contrast to structural models
of law and society, grounded theory gives much greater weight to agents’ roles
in constructing frames of reference.* For example, Blumberg (1967), Sudnow
(1965), and Macaulay (1963) assume that the relationship between inequality
and law can be understood primarily from the interactions among actors in
the settings studied. Blumberg & Sudnow describe the construction of typifi-
cations through interaction between the regular participants in criminal court
proceedings—the judge, prosecutor, and defense counsel. “Normal” crimes re-
ceive well-understood, routine treatment, based on typification of the defendant
and the crime situation. Mutual commitments are made between court regulars
about the expeditious disposition of cases that leave defendants, usually poor,
out of the negotiation.

Macaulay’s study of noncontractual relations in business has been highly
influential in shaping this microsociology of law. Macaulay observed that
sales transactions between businesses led to the establishment of continuing
relations between sales personnel and the creation of sales practices based on
mutual commitment established through long-term dealings (Macaulay 1963).
The law, though technically applicable, was largely irrelevant to such practices
when continuing relations developed between actors. The continuing-relations
hypothesis, quite similar to observations on conflict resolution by anthropolo-
gists, makes understanding the effects of inequality considerably more complex,

3The lone effort to develop a general theory of law and inequality (Black 1976) also fails to do
more than offer a set of unexplained categories. Black predicts a patterning of legal relationships
according to the relative position of parties in the social order. For example, he predicts that the
greater the social distance between two individuals, the more law will govern the relationship and
the greater the likelihood of third-party intervention to resolve a dispute. Black’s insistence that
theory consider only observable behavior, not meaning or understanding from the actor’s viewpoint,
has been highly controversial. By providing a target for such criticism, Black helped to coalesce
interest in the ideological analysis of the role of law and in interpretive theory.

4 An anthropology of law also played an important intellectual role in the development of socio-
legal studies. Indeed, much of the work on dispute processing borrows heavily from anthropology
(Nader 1969, Collier 1973, Moore 1978, Mather & Yngvesson 1980-1981, Merry 1982).
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LAW AND INEQUALITY 193

as Macaulay himself noted. Among his purchasing agents, continuing relations
developed among relative equals, but not between large and small or among
the very large businesses. Commenting on the generalizability of Macaulay’s
study, Yngvesson argued that continuing relations need not involve equals nor
be based on trust, and they may involve coercion to prevent recourse to the law
(1985, see also Macaulay 1966).

Reflecting on the implications of the line of research inspired by his study,
Macaulay has suggested that continuing relations in the form of social networks,
private associations, organizations, and informal groups break down formal
structure and instrumental legal processes, rendering the state-society boundary
meaningless. Sociology of law thus constructed from the ground up supports
many of the impulses that led to rejection of class-structural theory of the
state, including the claim that agency is more important than the invisible hand
of class. Anticipating this turn in sociology of law, Macaulay has remained
firmly committed to the importance of the role of social life in explaining the
relationship between law and inequality (1984).

Legal Ideologies and Social Class

The failed social reforms and revolutions of the 1960s and 1970s fueled dis-
illusionment with structural theories of law, in particular theories of class-
instrumentalism. Empirical studies of contemporary and historical legal conflict
by Marxist scholars pointed to a more ambiguous role for class in determining
the long-run benefits and burdens imposed by law. A study of the court dispo-
sitions of participants in riots by African-Americans in Detroit in 1968 (Balbus
1973) showed that even in response to a serious episode of class and racial
strife the courts followed conflicting imperatives. The findings of the study
cast serious doubt on the ability of any one perspective, in particular class the-
ory, to explain the behavior of courts even in the middle of a serious episode of
class conflict. Similarly, studies by Hay (1975) and Thompson (1964, 1975) of
the enforcement of repressive eighteenth century English criminal laws showed
that law aided class rule by being violent but also by seeming, and to a degree by
being, just. Thompson concluded that the law displayed a “relative autonomy”
from class control:

It is true that the law did mediate existent class relations to the advantage of the rulers. .. On
the other hand, the law mediated these class relations through legal forms, which imposed
again and again, inhibitions upon the actions of the rulers (1975:264).

The sociology of law was deeply influenced by the European Marxists and
neo-Marxists on the subject of legal ideology (Gramsci 1992, Hunt 1981, 1985).
The concept of ideology provided a means of avoiding simplistic claims about
mechanical class rule and false consciousness. The new challenge was to
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194 SERON & MUNGER

examine the politics of law—the playing out of class conflicts in contests about
the meaning of law in a process that was class-biased but historically contin-
gent. Instrumentalism, state-centered law, structural models of society, and
ahistorical social science all came into question as ideology became the vehicle
for explaining the relationship between law and social class.® Reviewing the
literature on the study of law as ideology, Hunt cautioned “ideology is and
will remain a difficult, slippery, and ambiguous concept” (1985:31), though it
endures as a powerful lens for explaining the role and power of the legal form
in social relations.

Some who have contributed to the growing body of research on legal ide-
ology have assumed, as did most Marxist scholars, that legal ideology is a
terrain of struggle, conflict, and indeterminacy, but also that ideology is re-
lated to “broader social forces rooted in economic, political, and other prac-
tices and to institutions” (Hunt 1985:32), i.e. the reproduced patterns of so-
cial life that we have called structure. For example, Larson (1977) examined
the historically contingent ways in which lawyers and other professionals se-
cured a powerful class position by using ideological claims—merit, science,
and service—coupled with political closure and control over access through
university-based education and licensure by the state. Abel and his collabora-
tors (1982) describe the rise of the politics and ideology of informalism in law
and the reasons for its seemingly contradictory effect—extending the legitimacy
and power of the state to new disputes and new parties. Both studies document
the historically contingent impulses embedded in legal institutions with a view
toward explaining their role in legitimating a structurally unequal, class-based
society.

Studies like those of Larson and Abel that located legal ideology in an in-
stitutional structure have avoided a simplistic base-superstructure reading of
Marx by emphasizing the complex and often contradictory functions of law in
society, including the ways in which law constrains both the dominated and
the dominating and the contingencies that mediate the law’s effects. Some
scholars have criticized the lingering instrumentalism and structuralism in such
sociological studies of ideology (Harding 1986, Trubek 1984). Indeed, some
scholars of legal ideology begin from altogether different premises.

As we show in the next section, a growing body of research focuses on
interpretation, holding “that the meanings of cultural and social forms are

SFeminist scholarship made a particularly important contribution by expanding the horizons
of investigations, raising critical questions about method, and questioning whether there is even a
distinction between theory and method (Menkel-Meadow & Diamond 1991). Within the sociology
of law, feminist scholars have examined the entry of women into male bastions such as law practice
(Epstein 1981, Menkel-Meadow 1989), courts (Cook 1978), and alternative dispute resolution
(Menkle-Meadow 1984).
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LAW AND INEQUALITY 195

constituted in their use” (Greenhouse 1988:687, emphasis added). The re-
lationship between law and inequality is to be understood as the 3ocial and
cultural processes by which things (genders, races, individuals, nations, and so
on) come to be recognized as differentiable. . . from the eye of the beholder”
(1988:688). Because this perspective also holds that there are no intrinsically
or historically prior differences, the interpretivist task is to study only how some
symbols of difference become “legitimate ‘givens’ of public life” while others
do not (Sarat & Felstiner 1988, 1995).

Grounded sociological theory of law and inequality (described earlier) priv-
ileges agency by emphasizing the sociological task of explaining the ways in
which agents act and construct social meanings in the process. Interpretive the-
ory in the sociology of law takes this one step further by being anti-institutional
as well. Social difference—race, class, gender, or sexual preference—is ex-
plained entirely through the words, meanings, and language used by actors in the
process of going about their business as citizens, employees, legal professionals,
plaintiffs, or defendants. Interpretive explanations of difference are theoreti-
cally severed from any analysis of ongoing patterns of society outside the frame-
work by which meaning is created for the actors being considered. There is no
place for a classical sociological concept of structure in such an analysis, and in
particular there is no room for analysis of relational inequalities such as class.

NARRATING THE STORIES OF LEGAL EXPERIENCE

An emerging sociology of law employs interpretive methods to examine narra-
tives and texts in order to understand legal ideology, legal consciousness, and
law in everyday life. A constitutive theory of law attempts to understand the
ways in which law forms identity and experience and is, in turn, constituted
by the everyday interactions that give law meaning. Constitutive theory shares
with Michel Foucault’s (1977) description of cultural history a belief that culture
determines the micro-distribution of power, thus decentering—but also largely
determining—the allocation of power in society. As we noted in the first part
of the chapter, some studies of legal ideology acknowledge the importance of
the institutional dimension of action. Others, including those based upon con-
stitutive theory, pursue the origins of meaning but not the dimension of social
interaction that we term structure (Geertz 1983, Sarat & Felstiner 1995).
Narratives of legal consciousness are among the most common forms of
interpretive scholarship employed on behalf of the constitutive perspective.
Narratives have been used to demonstrate that power is contingent and specif-
ically that power may not be determined by categories such as race, gender,
or class. For example, the narratives of a welfare mother (White 1993), an
African-American law professor (Williams 1991), a female defendant (Ewick
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196 SERON & MUNGER

& Silbey 1992), and parents of children with disabilities (Engel 1993) have
been used to show that the expected hierarchies of wealth, race, or professional
status can be subverted.®

In a recent review of this literature, Ewick & Silbey attempt to explain the
contingent relationship between reproduction of the social order and narratives
of legal consciousness (1995). They argue that there are limits to the power of
narrative to subvert the existing social order because “[a]ll stories are produced
and communicated interactively with a social context” (p. 211). While “nar-
ratives are likely to bear the marks of existing social inequities, disparities of
power and ideological effects,” yet, the “assumption that ‘society’ is an ongoing
production that is created daily anew, rather than a fixed and external entity”
is a reminder of the “dual capacity of reproduction and invention” (p. 222).
Although they attempt to come to grips with the stability of “existing social
inequities” and other patterns of social order that condition the timing, content,
and interpretation of narratives, Ewick & Silbey’s formulation of “reproduc-
tion and invention” offers no means of explaining such patterns other than the
narratives themselves. Similarly, those who present narratives of the legal con-
sciousness of the poor assume that such narratives, by themselves, provide a full
understanding of law and poverty (see, e.g. Sarat 1991, Ewick & Silbey 1992,
White 1991). Such studies collapse the distinction between idea and action.
Put differently, by taking poverty to be what the poor say about poverty, such
studies of narratives, methodologically and conceptually, abandon analysis of
the social patterns or institutional practices and histories of poverty and law.”

Interpretive sociology of law is well illustrated by Felstiner & Sarat’s obser-
vational study of lawyer-client interactions during divorce counseling (1995).
Lawyer-client exchanges are interpreted to show how power “unfolds,” “shifts,”
“permeates,” and “moves” between lawyer and client in the process of defin-
ing, negotiating, and settling a divorce. For the lawyer, “interaction takes
place in a familiar space and a space of privilege”” symbolized by, for example,

6 Although there are passing references to the working class, welfare poor, or the occupational
status of the individuals’ whose consciousness is described, these typifications are not carefully
identified apart from the holism of oppressed consciousness, and there is often little or no systematic
evidence of relevant group characteristics (Merry 1990, White 1990, Sarat 1990, Ewick & Silbey
1992, Alfieri 1992). Equally common are interpretive accounts that imply that social differences
or power are completely dependent on contingencies that occur during social interaction (Abrams
1993, Sarat & Felstiner 1995).

TCritical race scholars claim that (auto)biography, legal cases, personal experience, and histori-
cal chronicles are powerful forms of “storytelling in the law” (Lawrence 1992:2278), which permit
the reader to live in the writer’s world as she thinks about identity, law, and action (Williams 1991,
Bumiller 1988, Engel 1991, Ewick & Silbey 1992, Sanger 1993). For example, White (1991)
writes about an African-American welfare mother who speaks up at a welfare hearing, contrary
to her attorney’s advice, a story that shows the possibility of autonomous action in spite of the
repressive power of the context and the woman’s own attorney.
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LAW AND INEQUALITY 197

the office, law books, language, or rituals. But the lawyer’s power over the
client is “malleable.” Sarat & Felstiner acknowledge that “structure” circum-
scribes and shapes “a limited reservoir of possibility defined by history and
habit” (1995:23), but the outcome of the circumscription of possibility is rarely
predictable or routine. From the interpretive perspective, inequality in power
unfolds “in its use.”

We are left to speculate: Are gender, race, class, or power so completely
malleable? Is there no power in such differences to create inequality that shapes,
or compels, or moves individual action or group interaction whether conscious
or not? Does the power of class, gender, or race—difference—exist only as
experience “in the eye of the beholder?” Is there no institutional and social
history of the power of class, race, or gender beyond individual experience? As
White has recently suggested:

While the Foucaltian lens reveals the fluidity of power, it does not show how power can be
congealed in social institutions in ways that sustain domination. It may be true that everyday
interactions create and maintain social institutions, but this insight does not enable us to
map those interactions against the institutional matrices they create. Nor does this insight
show us how institutions constrain the circulation of power, channeling it to flow toward
some social groups and away from others (1992:1505).

BRINGING CLASS BACK IN: AN AGENDA FOR THE
SOCIOLOGY OF LAW

Our review of sociolegal research has shown that analysis of class has declined
in importance and that the recent interpretive research on law and inequality
has abandoned the institutional and social organizational perspectives of earlier
research. The theoretical framework for class analysis employed throughout
much of the twentieth century has been challenged by the emergence of a
global economy, indeed a global society, in which local movements for human
rights can be linked across continents by e-mail and fax, by changes in the
organization of work, and by the rise of new cultural themes of consumerism
and personal identity. The turn toward an interpretive sociology of law offers
a nuanced and microsocial understanding of the asymmetry, paradoxes, and
contradictory relations of once familiar experiences across a range of social
institutions.

Nonetheless, interpretive research on law and inequality often inadequately
addresses how individual lives are interwoven to become part of larger patterns,
or why such patterns evolve and persist over time (Sewell 1992). Contemporary
society—including the role of law in attorneys’ offices, in public agencies, and
in everyday life—does not emerge on a tabula rasa and cannot be explained
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exclusively by examining the interpretations of individuals outside of time and
place. The limitation of an interpretive sociology, in particular the analysis of
narratives, is in large part a limitation of method. While narratives may capture
variation, improvisation, or resistance, by definition they cannot account for
the institutional contexts of action, including the institution of class.

In this concluding part we focus our attention on the continuing importance
of relative differences in institutional power and resources for the sociology
of law. Economic class remains one important element of inequality. Eco-
nomic class position, associated with employment (and unemployment), in-
come, and ownership of economic resources, is a nearly universal part of social
experience.® Because class is necessarily relational, everyone experiences in-
equality, difference, and almost universally, subordination in a fundamentally
important aspect of social life.” Notwithstanding the continuing importance of
economic class, in the late twentieth century, a group’s position is defined only
partly by its economic class endowments. Other sources of capital—cultural
and symbolic—also create hierarchies, power, and subordination as well as
opportunities for change.

The class theory of Pierre Bourdieu, to offer one promising example, exam-
ines the variation, improvisation, and even indeterminacy of agency without
losing sight of group trajectories or the tendency toward reproduction of pat-
terns in social relations (Bourdieu 1985, 1987, Bourdieu & Wacquant 1992).
Groups are positioned by patterns in the distribution of endowments of capi-
tal. Bourdieu broadens the concept of capital to include the positioning power
not only of economic relationships but also of cultural, social, and symbolic
capital. Bourdieu’s theory of agency considers the effects of a great range of
resources while linking those resources to the societal processes that create or
maintain them. The habitus, the interpretive context for action generated by a
group’s experience in society, is a system of “lasting, transposable dispositions
which, integrating past experiences, functions at every moment as a matrix of
perceptions, appreciations, and actions and makes possible the achievement of
infinitely diversified tasks” (1977:82-83). Bourdieu’s concept of class is flex-
ible and empirical, providing a means of understanding both the positioning

8 As Rosemary Crompton remarks in the course of an exhaustive assessment of research on
class, “although ‘work’ may possibly have declined as a significant source of social identity, work
is still the most significant determinant of the material well-being of the majority of the population”
(1993:18). Our point is somewhat broader, namely that work is not only an important source of
material resources but also a relational position that places individuals in a hierarchy of authority
as well as hierarchies of symbolic and material power.

9Class is a system of relational inequalities created by the economy. Class is a relational
inequality because, unlike height or talent, it exists through a social process which requires that
some individuals acquire more benefits, including authority, status, and income, than others.
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power of historical conjunctions of capital endowments for particular groups
and the contingency of individual action.

While a theory of class such as Bourdieu’s is complex and open ended, it
offers a means of making more precise distinctions and observations about
contemporary social relations. One consequence of failing to conceptualize
class in more theoretical terms is to rely on even more problematic categorical
descriptions by using holistic labels such as “working class American,” “mid-
dle class family,” “underclass African-American,” or simply “poor,” which are
found in contemporary ethnographic studies of law and inequality. A theo-
retically informed concept of class, such as that employed by Bourdieu, will
suggest specific institutional processes, generating inequality through endow-
ments of capital and the formation of a habitus. Further, more precise con-
cepts will make possible both comparison and extension of findings across
studies. Herein lies the challenge—to build our understanding of the sources
and continuity of social hierarchy while respecting the complexities of power
and agency.

Class and Law in Everyday Life

Studies in the sociology of law reviewed in the first part of this chapter include
research on everyday encounters with legal institutions, documenting the ways
in which law may (or may not) be mobilized by individuals of different class,
race, or gender. The early studies of legal mobilization have been criticized
because they seemed to provide only static portraits of individuals, a character-
istic that has weakened categorical approaches to inequality. But the authors of
many earlier studies were well aware of the dynamic and interpretive dimen-
sions of action, conflict, and the assertion of rights that have become the focus
of attention in more recent qualitative research. Findings of such studies offer
guidance for contemporary sociolegal research attempting to link class and law
in everyday life.

For example, research by Levine & Preston (1970) attributed a low rate
of legal problem-solving among their low-income respondents to a lack of
knowledge about rights and to lack of the legal competence often associated with
higher income. Yet they considered that “subjects were probably experiencing
powerlessness and a feeling of resignation in the face of circumstances about
which they thought little could be done” (109) (compare Carlin et al 1966,
Felstiner 1980-1981). Mayhew & Reiss termed this perspective the personal
resources theory, and they argued that it represented one aspect of their broader
theoretical proposition that the role of law in everyday life is a product of the
ongoing organization of social life and its institutional structure (1969).

The recent turn to research on legal consciousness can expand our understand-
ing of the social organizational perspective. Studies of legal consciousness
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directly examine what was merely inferred from very thin data in the early
studies—passivity or activism, legal competence, powerlessness, resignation,
and the like. Studies of legal consciousness also have a direct bearing on in-
stitutional structure. The meaning of such concepts as employment, authority,
market, and property are the foundation for the institutions that shape “legal
contacts” (to employ Mayhew & Reiss’ phrase) linking class to rights and jus-
tice (Sennett & Cobb 1972, Willie 1985, Hochschild 1981), to legal conflict
(Crowe 1978, Baumgartner 1988), or to beliefs about entitlements (Newman
1988, Munger 1991).

While research on legal consciousness could fill a gap in our understanding of
the relationship between meaning and structure, such studies often overlook any
process that informants themselves do not describe. In some research the social
organizational understanding of action, and specifically class organization, has
been lost altogether. Few studies of legal consciousness examine the social
organization of work, or more generally the class structure, as a source of the
ideological matrix comprising legal consciousness.

For example, most recent community-based studies of legal conflict and dis-
pute resolution pay only limited attention to class, for there is no systematic
tapping of class experience as such unless class is mentioned by the subjects
(Greenhouse et al 1994). Such studies have focused on inductive discovery of
the groups—social networks, neighborhoods, and families—whose interpreta-
tions shape disputes and legal conflicts. While some scholars pursuing these
studies have suggested that the silence of their informants concerning class
may itself have significance (see Greenhouse et al 1994:185), there is no way
to determine which aspects of the legal experience or consciousness described
by means of the research are attributable to the effects of social class.

A more robust research agenda must attend to the social organizational ele-
ments deemed important for the formation of consciousness. As the focus and
site of research in the sociology of law has shifted from formal legal institutions
to the routines and events of everyday life that are only occasionally touched,
if ever, by formal legal institutions, a broad invitation exists to explore beyond
the outer edges of the narrative. Beyond the limits of narrative lie the patterns
that connect the individual to jobs as well as to organizations, neighborhoods,
families, associations, communities (with public authorities), and networks that
enable or limit action, whether they are fully understood by their members or
not. In these ongoing connections, class is the local embodiment of larger
patterns shaped by property holding, market institutions, cultural preferences,
and political organization, patterns that may be reconstructed locally, but as
variations on themes that play more widely in society.
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Class Hierarchy, the Economy, and the Legal Profession

Sociolegal research on lawyers has encompassed research on professional ca-
reers and on the social role of lawyers. In both lines of study scholars have
examined the effects of class hierarchy, mapping the effects of social stratifica-
tion on lawyers’ careers and examining the effects of clients’ wealth and power
on lawyers’ services. While the studies have been attentive to the effects of
social hierarchies on professional stratification and differentiation, the research
seldom considers lawyers in relation to class as an institution—namely the role
of lawyers in the creation, maintenance, or changes in class organization. Fur-
ther, both lines of inquiry began with studies of the external factors explaining
the behavior of lawyers; more recently they have begun to take greater account
of the ways lawyers themselves understand their careers and social roles. This
shift from deductive to inductive research has enriched our understanding of
the organization of professional work but has exacerbated the tendency of re-
searchers to ignore the relationship between the profession and other institutions
in society.

Studies of the career patterns of attorneys have closely paralleled the de-
velopment of research on social stratification. The earliest work on lawyers’
careers relied on conventional mobility models (Ladinsky 1963, Carlin 1962).
Later research turned to network models to explain career patterns (Heinz &
Laumann 1982, Nelson et al 1987, Seron 1996).

Two recent studies of lawyers’ careers draw on contemporary theory of class
formation to examine how the organization of lawyers’ work helps construct
class differences. Hagan et al (1988) employ a relational definition of class,
i.e. focusing on domination within the work place, while Hagan & Kay (1995)
apply Bourdieu’s analysis of noneconomic class endowments to describe the
careers of women lawyers entering the professional workplace. The work
of Hagan & Kay suggests a means of extending the internal network model of
professional stratification (Heinz & Laumann 1982, Nelson 1987) by examining
the positioning of lawyers in a general class system. Contemporary theories
of class formation (Bourdieu 1977, 1985) and agency (Sewell 1992) may help
guide examination of the sources and significance of the social endowments
possessed by lawyers and the development of their orientations as agents within
a habitus created by class.

A second illustration of the potential contribution of the concept of class to
research on professional careers is a recent study by Seron of New York City
lawyers (1993, 1996). Reflecting a more grounded, inductive research tradition,
Seron showed how lawyers are able to pursue a variety of adaptive strategies for
reorganizing their work in response to changing economic pressures. Within
a system of stratification among law practices created by market opportunities
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and lawyers’ career endowments, lawyers demonstrate the possibilities for “re-
gulated improvisation” (Bourdieu 1977:77) by a group for which the habitus of
professional role is well defined. Seron’s perspective could be extended. For
example, contemporary research on the relationship between economic restruc-
turing and reorganization within large law firms (Galanter & Paley 1991) would
be greatly enriched by considering how lawyers form ideas about reorganizing
large law firms and adapt to altered endowments of economic class capital and
other forms of social capita! implicated in market changes.

A large sociology of law literature considers the social role of the legal
profession. Early research on the part played by the profession in promoting
justice and ameliorating social inequality (Handler et al 1978, Capelletti et al
1975) found an easy target in the structural-functional theory which specified
that the profession stabilized and legitimated the social order (Parsons 1964).
Alternative theories suggested that a self-interested monopoly of professional
knowledge (Freidson 1986, Abbott 1988) or control of market position (Larson
1977, Abel 1989) motivated professional organizations and individual lawyer’s
behavior.

The relationship between lawyers and the evolution of major institutions of
the society, including the class system, should be a prime area for continuing
development of theory and research. A great deal of empirical evidence has
been amassed to show the uneven distribution of lawyer’s services, reflecting
the market power of clients and professional self-interest. Yet this literature
initially failed to consider the institutional questions raised by such findings—
why social inequality persists and why it persists in particular forms (Currie
1971). Later research on the organization and the social role of lawyers par-
tially addressed such questions by drawing on market dependency theory, which
described the contribution of market pressure to the formation of professional
organizations and the creation of a professional monopoly. But market depen-
dency theory, by itself, does not account for the nature of economic hierarchy,
or the complex relationship between class, the work of lawyers, and the pro-
duction of professional culture (Nelson et al 1992). Thus, in spite of decades of
research showing that lawyers are influenced by client wealth and power, few
broad theoretical attempts have been made to understand the role lawyers play
in maintaining or transforming fundamental social institutions (Munger 1994).

Weber maintained that lawyers’ commitment to law, irrespective of lawyers’
class origins or class loyalties, is an important prop for legitimate authority in a
plural society (1954), while, in contrast, Marx argued that the professions served
the interests of those who held ultimate power—the capitalist class (1950).
Heinz & Laumann’s study of stratification among lawyers in Chicago raised
questions about whether any significant core values are shared by all lawyers
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(1982). Their finding that lawyers are separated into two distinct hemispheres
representing organizations and individuals, and subdivided further by types
of practice within each hemisphere, suggests rather that lawyers’ values vary
considerably as a function of client influence (and by the class of the client).
The turn to grounded research on lawyers’ work has also suggested that lawyers
create culture, as well as reflect culture, when they serve their clients (Gordon
1982, Sarat & Felstiner 1995). For example, Dezalay & Garth conclude from
their research on lawyers in international business transactions that lawyers are
important carriers of legal and economic culture in the internationalization of
trade and business relations (1995).

As grounded research continues to explore the interplay between professional
work and the creation of social organization, economic change, or the control
of conflict, class theory offers a means of looking beyond the situated lawyer to
the normatively constructed habitus of professional life and to the institutional
pressures and limitations imposed by the economic organization of society (see
Simon 1988, Alfieri 1992, Bezdek 1992, Seron 1993, 1996). Contemporary
qualitative research on the work of the profession should examine the conditions
under which lawyers contribute to the reproduction or change in fundamental
patterns in society such as markets and classes (Harrington 1985, Halliday
1987, Shamir 1993).

Class Structure and the Administration of the Law

By linking the internal practices of public and private organizations directly to
the class structure of society, the theories of Marx & Weber posed a powerful
hypothesis about the scope of social control.! Yet empirical research has
increasingly demonstrated the importance of institutional, organizational, and
professional practices as ends in themselves (Heimer forthcoming; Reichman
1989, Hawkins 1989, Heydebrand & Seron 1990). “Law from the bottom
up” refers to the analysis of the practices of those who are the first-in-line (at
the bottom of the authority ladder) to apply legal authority. Their practices
do not merely alter the terms upon which law will be applied; they are the
law (Cohen 1985, Massell 1968, Edelman et al 1993, Macaulay 1963). The
research has undermined to a considerable extent the Weberian master-narrative
of organizational order (cf Suchman & Edelman forthcoming; Lempert 1991).

Such findings have made understanding the relationship of legal institutions
to class structure both more difficult and more direct. To the extent that lower

10Tnstrumental and structural Marxism argued that in the last analysis law reflected class domi-
nation. Weber argued that law was upheld by an autonomous legal profession, but he also argued
that legal authority existed in constant tension with the social hierarchies of class and status that
distorted such authority. Much sociolegal research supports the existence of direct effects of class
on legal institutions, and we have reviewed these in first part of this chapter.
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levels of officials, judges, police, prosecutors, and social workers are not con-
trolled by higher level authorities, the structural theories of the state and class
seem to lose their relevance. To the same extent, however, organizations may
be permeated much more directly by class organization or culture and other
influences on bureaucrats and functionaries, whose jobs are defined through a
mixture of situational constraints and grass roots accommodations (Cohen 1985,
Handler 1990). While innovation and change may come from the bottom, more
often the effect is to permit routinization of decision-making according to lo-
cally generated norms about what constitutes a “normal” case or a “last resort”
case. These typifications are subject to class, race, and gender biases (Sudnow
1965, Emerson 1981, Daly 1994).

Studies of social control suggest not only that class is a factor in the treat-
ment of individuals but also that social control is organized quite differently
to deal with different social classes. Through policing and welfare, the poor
and especially the underclass experience a special kind of “government of the
poor” (Simon 1993, Cohen 1985, Sampson & Laub 1993). In addition to a long
line of studies showing that white collar crimes are treated relatively leniently
(Sutherland 1955, Hagan et al 1980, Shapiro 1987), Cohen argues that the “soft”
technologies for social control—self-help, therapeutic guidance, education—
are reserved for those who have greater social and economic capital (1985).
Simon suggests that the disparity in class treatment is increasing because grow-
ing income differences, increasing numbers of permanently unemployed, and
the Africanization and ghettoization of poverty in political discourse are con-
tributing to a shift in emphasis from rehabilitation and reform of the poor to
surveillance and control (Simon 1993, Feeley & Simon 1992).

“Loose coupling” (Hagan 1979) between and within the agencies of social
control that is apparent from studies of crime control raises still broader ques-
tions about the relationship between class, state, and society. Loose coupling
between state agencies as well as extensive interpenetration of state and soci-
ety often renders the state’s attempts to regulate ineffective because power is
shared among state agencies, private institutions, associations, and networks
(Moore 1978, see especially Macaulay 1986). This state is not the class-state
described by Marx, Weber, or Durkheim but is rather a more complex institu-
tion; it is dependent on the power of class but, absent special conditions, far
less instrumental in its capacity. What implications do these findings have for
the relationship between class structure and the role of the state’s regulatory
efforts over time?

Four research strategies are suggested by current work on the relationship
between class, law, and the state. The first is to study the formation of the habitus
of routine decision-making by the bureaucrats responsible for disposing of most
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of the state’s business. Though the existing studies are revealing, they often do
not approach their analysis of case decisions from the perspective of a wider
set of cultural and institutional influences beyond the office setting.

Second, the state may be studied as a collection of concrete critical decisions
and ongoing relatively stable processes. Calavita’s study of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service’s handling of the bracero farmworker program shows
that the theory that state bureaucrats are dependent on the resources of those
with continuing access to the means of producing wealth must be supplemented
with knowledge of the particular state managers involved in a particular decision
(1992). The intersection of biography and the momentum of agency history
exposes both the lasting dependencies between state and economy and their
contingency.

Third, the state-class connection may be usefully considered in light of a
nonfunctional systems theory articulated by Block (1987) to take account of
surprising, counterintuitive patterns, e.g. the strong response by law enforce-
ment agencies to the savings and loan crisis (Calavita & Pontell 1994). Politics
always creates an important contingency in law enforcement, especially in the
United States (see Savelsberg 1994).

Finally, as sociology of law becomes more international and more global in
its subject matter, the endowments of class, the links between societies, and
the institutional response to change take on new complexities. Hierarchy, dom-
ination, and resistance are altered by the pressures of a global economy, the
interactions between cultures, or simply by the power of modern communica-
tions that makes it possible to bypass the courts and even the nation state to
assert claims for rights. The juxtaposition of the use of local, national, and
international legal institutions reminds us that the relations of domination and
exploitation take on new forms in a global society, forms that are often consti-
tuted in ways unfamiliar to western sociologists (Upham 1987, Winn 1994).

Class Mediation of Law and Social Change

Classic social theory placed law in an instrumental role. Law could both create
and respond to social change; indeed, state capacity to respond to or manage
the consequences of industrialization was a core concern of the theories of
Marx, Durkheim, and Weber. The poignant ineffectiveness and contingency of
legislation and litigation during America’s civil rights era in the 1960s had an
impact (Scheingold 1974, see Gordon 1984), but skepticism about the instru-
mental effectiveness of law is an older theme in American sociology of law,
reflecting, among other sources, the influence of legal realism (Arnold 1935).
Authors such as Handler (1978) and Rosenberg (1991), who amass evidence of
the failure of social movements for legal rights, base their skepticism on theories
about the direct effects of class and inequality on the state, and they challenge
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the liberal legal ideal of an effective, neutral, and responsive state. Handler and
Rosenberg show that an imbalance in class resources combined with the inertia
and bureaucracy of the state will nearly always defeat redistributive change (for
an important critique of this view see Simon 1992).

An important locus of the relationship between law and change lies outside
formal legal process. Sumner’s claim that folkways always prevail over state-
ways was clearly wrong. Law directly influences ordinary life. The ways that
it influences ordinary life are many—by contributing to the creation of social
norms, by producing knowledge that becomes a foundation for action, and by
direct enforcement of change. The effects of law vary, but they are not always
marginal or inevitably invisible. Based on what we know about class differ-
ences in knowledge, moral decisions, values, styles of conflict resolution, and
their interaction with gender and race, there is surely a class component to
the social change that law can create. Now we have come full circle, because
to understand such effects we must understand the context in which action is
contemplated and undertaken in everyday life.

Michael McCann’s study of the role of legal rights in the pay equity move-
ment (1994) takes seriously the challenges of studying legal change and legal
consciousness at the grass roots. He applies a discourse theory of legal mo-
bilization in which “law is understood to consist of a complex repertoire of
discursive strategies and symbolic frameworks that structure ongoing social in-
tercourse and meaning-making activities among citizens” (1994:282). Further,
he argues that rights are “inherently indeterminate, pluralistic, and contingent in
actual social practice (ibid).” While he also acknowledges the importance of in-
stitutional attributes such as social class and organizational or political context,
his findings, like those in many recent studies that follow the turn to discourse
and narrative, do not systematically locate the individuals interviewed in rele-
vant group contexts—in the continuing patterns of association and experience
that were either similar across all workplaces or unique to particular settings.
Thus, McCann’s study brings us back to the concerns with which we began
this essay, namely, appreciating the connection between the larger institutional
patterns of a class society and the role of law.

CONCLUSION

Research without a structural concept of class impoverishes our understanding
of law and inequality. Underlying the reluctance of many to examine class
is a generation-long skepticism about the concept of structure. The structure-
agency problem goes to the core of sociological theory and method, and to
what it means to conduct empirical research with conceptual rigor. A review
of the literature in the sociology of law revealed swings between analyses that
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emphasized structure or agency. Just as earlier theory in the sociology of law
tended toward a more instrumental view of social action, so contemporary the-
ory tends to focus on the indeterminacy of action. While interpretive work
presents an important critique of structural theory, structure and class have not
gone away.!! Class continues to describe an important aspect of social life,
namely the powerful link between the lives of individuals and the economic or-
ganization of society that is beyond the control and often beyond the knowledge
or full understanding of those individuals.

Our review of ways that more careful attention to the role of class might
enrich the sociology of law leads to several suggestions for incorporating the
concept of class into sociolegal research:

e The experience of class is a starting point. Biography—the experiences of
individual and group through time—is fundamental.

e The relationship of class structure to the activities of members of a class is
complex.

The direct effects of class structure are modified by the experience of race
and gender, the roles occupied by individuals in complex organizations, and by
the emergent and creative possibilities of social action.

o Research on class requires a comparative perspective.

Ultimately sociology studies the social group. Narrative and case-study
methodology treat the subject as representative of a larger group. Identification
of the similarities and differences between sites and subjects should be made
explicit, and class is one of the important dimensions on which narrative and
case studies can be compared.

e The concept of class evolves through empirical research.

Class theory suggests possible connections between the experience of the
situated individual and the group-habitus and the larger patterns of social life,
but our understanding of class rests on discovery of the precise role of class and
habitus through empirical research.

o The element of time is essential.

1 Attempts to grapple with the structure-agency problem are in evidence across a variety of
subfields, including the sociology of professions (Abbott 1988), comparative sociology (Orren
& Skowronek 1994, Orren & Skowronek forthcoming; Somers & Gibson 1994), criminology
(Savelsberg 1994), and organizations (Powell & DiMaggio 1991). The pivotal question is:
“How [can] sociological theories which do accept the sui generis collective character of social
arrangements. . . retain a conception of individual freedom and voluntarism?”’ (Alexander 1982).

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



208 SERON & MUNGER

Both as situated experience and as a larger pattern in social life, class is
best understood through biography and through community history. Class, so
understood, is one important element in the accretion of particular routines,
knowledge, and relationships that constitute the trajectory of a group through
time. Out of these grow change and, equally, the tendency to reproduce the
patterns of social life.

The turn to narrative studies in sociolegal research reflects awareness of the
importance of context and agency. But in taking this turn, contemporary stud-
ies of law and society have sidestepped the capacity to explain the sources
and significance of difference and inequality in terms that individuals them-
selves cannot employ. While biographies are individually experienced and
understood, they are also shaped by history not only of the individual’s making
(Calavita & Seron 1992). As C. Wright Mills (1959) concluded, the promise of
the sociological imagination lies in explaining the link between the meanings
of the private lives of individuals and “the larger historical scene.”

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to acknowledge the contributions of colleagues who read ear-
lier versions of this essay. In particular we would like to thank Kitty Calavita,
Marcus Dubber, Cynthia Fuchs Epstein, John Hagan, Bonnie Oglensky, Renate
Reiman, Jack Schlegel, Susan Silbey, and Rob Soute. We have tried to follow
their good advice, but our success or failure in doing so remains our respon-
sibility alone. We would like to thank Kevin Zanner & Jason Yots for their
assistance with our research.

Any Annual Review chapter, as well as any article cited in an Annual Review chapter,
may be purchased from the Annual Reviews Preprints and Reprints service.
1-800-347-8007; 415-259-5017; email: arpr@class.org

Literature Cited

Abbott A. 1988. The System of Professions:
An Essay on the Division of Expert Labor.
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Abel RL. 1989. American Lawyers. New York:
Oxford Univ. Press

Abel RL, ed. 1982. The Politics of Informal Jus-
tice. Vols. 1, 2. New York: Academic

Abel RL. 1980. Redirecting social studies of
law. Law Soc. Rev. 14:(3)805-29

Abel RL. 1973. A comparative theory of dis-
pute institutions in society. Law Soc. Rev.
8(2):217-347

Abrams K. 1993. Unity, narrative and law. In
Studies in Law, Politics and Society, ed. A

Sarat, SS Sibley, 13:3-35. Greenwich, CT:
JAI

Alexander J. 1982. Positivism, presupposi-
tions, and current controversies. In Theoreti-
cal Logic in Sociology, Berkeley/Los Ange-
les: Univ. Calif. Press

Alfieri AV. 1992. Disabled clients, disabling
lawyers. Hastings Law J. 43:769-851

Armold TW. 1935. The Symbols of Government.
New Haven, CT: Yale Univ. Press

Balbus 1. 1973. The Dialectics of Legal Re-
pression: Black Rebels Before the American
Criminal Courts. New York: Russell Sage

Baum L, Goldman S, Sarat A. 1981/1982. Re-

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



search note: the evolution of litigation in
the federal courts of appeal, 1895-1975. Law
Soc. Rev. 16(2):291-309

Baumgartner MP. 1988. The Moral Order of a
Suburb. New York: Oxford Univ. Press

Berger P, Luckmann T. 1966. The Social Con-
struction of Reality: A Treatise in the Sociol-
ogy of Knowledge. Garden City, NY: Double-
day

Bezdek B. 1992. Silence in the court: participa-
tion and subordination of poor tenants’ voices
inthe legal process. Hofstra Law Rev. 20:533—
608

Black D. 1976. The Behavior of Law. New York:
Academic

Block F. 1987. Revising State Theory: Essays
on Politics and Postindustrialism. Philadel-
phia: Temple Univ. Press

Blumberg A. 1967. Criminal Justice. Chicago:
Quadrangle

Bourdieu P. 1985. The social space and the gen-
esis of groups. Theory Soc. 14:723-75

Bourdieu P. 1977. Outline of a Theory of Prac-
tice. Cambridge, MA: Cambridge Univ. Press

Bourdieu P, Wacquant LJD. 1992. An Invita-
tion to Reflexive Sociology. Chicago: Univ.
Chicago Press

Boyum K, Mather L. 1986. Empirical Theories
About Courts. New York: Longman

Bumiller K. 1988. The Civil Rights Society: the
Social Construction of Victims. Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins Press

Calavita K. 1992. Inside the State: the Bracero
Program, Immigration, and the LN.S. New
York: Routledge

Calavita K, Pontell H. 1994. The state and white-
collar crime: saving the savings and loans.
Law Soc. Rev. 28:297-324

Calavita K, Seron C. 1992. Postmodernism and
protest: recovering the sociological imagina-
tion. Law Soc. Rev. 26(4):756-71

Capelletti M, Gordley J, Johnson E. 1975. To-
ward Equal Justice: a Comparative Study
of Legal Aid in Modern Societies. Milan:
Guiffre/Dobbs Ferry, NY: Oceana

Cohen S. 1985. Visions of Social Control:
Crime, Punishment and Classification. Cam-
bridge, UK: Polity

Collier J. 1973. Law and Social Change in Zi-
nacantan. Stanford: Stanford Univ. Press

Cook BB. 1978. Women judges: the end of to-
kenism. In Women in the Courts, ed. W Hep-
perle, L Crites, pp. 84-105. Williamsburg,
VA: Natl. Cent. State Courts

Crompton R. 1993. Class and Stratification: An
Introduction to Current Debates. Cambridge,
UK: Polity Press

Crowe PW. 1978. Complainant reactions to the
Massachusetts commission against discrimi-
nation. Law Soc. Rev. 12(2):217-35

LAW AND INEQUALITY 209

Curran BA. 1977. The Legal Needs of the Pub-
lic: the Final Report of a National Survey.
Chicago: The Foundation

Currie E. 1971. Sociology of law: the unasked
questions. Yale Law J. 81:134-47

DahrendorfR. 1959. Class and Class Conflict in
Industrial Society. Stanford: Stanford Univ.
Press

Daly K. 1994. Gender, Crime and Punishment.
New Haven, CT: Yale Univ. Press

Dezalay Y, Garth B. 1995. Merchants of law
as moral entrepreneurs: constructing inter-
national justice from the competition for
transnational business dispute. Law Soc. Rev.
29(1):27-64

Edelman LB, Erlanger HS, Lande J. 1993. In-
ternal dispute resolution: the transformation
of civil rights in the workplace. Law Soc. Rev.
27(3):497-534

Emerson R. 1981, On last resorts. J. Sociol.
87:1-22

Engel D. 1993. Law in the domains of everyday
life: the construction of community and dif-
ference. In Law in Everyday Life, ed. A Sarat,
T Kearns, pp. 123-70. Ann Arbor: Univ.
Mich. Press

Engel D. 1991. Law, culture, and children
with disabilities: educational rights and
the construction of difference. Duke Law J.
1991:166-205

Epstein CF. 1981. Women in the Law. New York:
Basic Books

Evans W, ed. 1962. Law and Sociology: Ex-
ploratory Essays. Glencoe, IL: Free

Ewick P, Silbey S. 1995. Subversive stories and
hegemonic tales: toward a sociology narra-
tive. Law Soc. Rev. 29(2):197-226

Ewick P, Silbey S. 1992. Conformity, contesta-
tion and resistance: an account of legal con-
sciousness. New Engl. Law Rev. 26:731-49

Feeley M, Simon J. 1992. The new prophecy:
notes on the emerging strategy of corrections
and its applications. Criminology 30:449-74

Felstiner WLF, Abel R, Sarat A. 1980/1981. The
emergence and transformation of disputes:
naming, blaming, claiming. Law Soc. Rev.
15(3-4):631-54

Foucault M. 1977. Discipline and Punish: The
Birth of the Prison. New York: Pantheon

Freidson E. 1986. Professional Powers: a Study
of the Institutionalization of Formal Knowl-
edge. Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Galanter M. 1986. Adjudication, litigation, and
related phenomena. In Law and the Social
Sciences, ed. L Lipson, S Wheeler, pp. 151-
258. New York: Russell Sage

Galanter M. 1975. Why the “Haves” come out
ahead: speculations on the limits of legal
change. Law Soc. Rev. 9(1):95-160

Galanter M, Paley T. 1991. Tournament of

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



210 SERON & MUNGER

Lawyers: The Transformation of the Big Law
Firms. Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Geertz C. 1983. Social Knowledge: Further Es-
says in Interpretive Anthropology. New York:
Basic

Glaser BG, Strauss A. 1967. The Discovery of
Grounded Theory: Strategies for Qualitative
Research. Chicago: Aldine

Goffman E. 1961. Encounters. Indianapolis:
Bobbs-Merrill

Goffman E. 1956. The Presentation of Self in
Everyday Life. Garden City, NY: Doubleday

Gordon R. 1984. Legal thought and legal prac-
tice in the age of American enterprise. In Pro-
Jession and Professional Ideologies in Amer-
ica, ed. G Geison, pp. 70-110. Chapel Hill:
Univ. N Carolina

Gordon R. 1982. New developments in legal
theory. In The Politics of Law: A Progres-
sive Critique, ed. D Kairys, pp. 281-93. New
York: Pantheon

Gramsci A. 1992. Prison Notebooks. New York:
Columbia Univ. Press

Greenhouse CJ. 1988. Courting difference: is-
sues of interpretation and comparison in
the study of legal idealism. Law Soc. Rev.
22(4):687-707

Greenhouse CJ, Engel DM, Yngvesson B. 1994,
Law and Community in Three American
Towns. Ithaca: Cornell Univ. Press

Hagan J. 1979. Ceremonial justice: crime and
punishment in a loosely coupled system. Soc.
Forces 58(2):506-27

Hagan J, Huxter M, Parker P. 1988. Class struc-
ture and legal practice: inequality and mo-
bility among Toronto lawyers. Law Soc. Rev.
22(1):9-55

Hagan J, Nagel I, Albonetti C. 1980. The dif-
ferential sentencing of white-collar offenders
in ten federal district courts. Am. Sociol. Rev.
45:802-20

Halliday T. 1987. Beyond Monopoly: Lawyers,
State Crisis and Professional Empowerment.
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Handler J. 1967. The Lawyer and His Commu-
nity: The Practicing Bar in a Middle-Sized
City. Madison: Univ. Wis. Press

Handler JE. 1990. Law and the Search for Com-
munity. Philadelphia: Univ. Penn. Press

Handler JF. 1978. Social Movements and the Le-
gal System: A Theory of Law Reform and So-
cial Change. New York: Academic

Handler JF, Hollingsworth EJ, Erlanger H. 1978.
Lawyers and the Pursuit of Legal Rights. New
York: Academic

Harding S. 1986. The Science Question in Fem-
inism. Ithaca: Cornell Univ. Press

Harrington C. 1985. Shadow Justice: the Ide-
ology and Institutionalization of Alternatives

~ to Court. Westport, CT: Greenwood

Hawkins K. 1989. “FATCATS” and prosecu-
tion in a regulatory agency: a footnote on
the social construction of risk. J. Law Policy
11(3):370-91

Hay D, et al, eds. 1975. Albion’s Fatal Tree:
Crime and Society in Eighteenth-Century
England. New York: Pantheon

Heimer C. 1996. Explaining variation in the im-
pact of law: organizations, institutions, and
professions. In Fifteen Studies in Law, Pol-
itics, and Society, ed. A Sarat, S Sibley. In
press

Heinz JP, Laumann EO. 1982. Chicago
Lawyers: The Social Structure of the Bar.
New York: Russell Sage

Hochschild J. 1981. What's Fair?: Ameri-
can Beliefs about Distributive Justice. Cam-
bridge: Harvard Univ. Press

Hunt A. 1985. The ideology of law: advances
and problems in recent application of the con-
cept of ideology to the analysis of law. Law
Soc. Rev. 19(1):11-37

Hunt A. 1981. Dichotomy and contradiction in
the sociology of law. Br. J. Law Soc. 8(1):47-
78

Heydebrand W, Seron C. 1990. Rationalizing
Justice: the Political Economy of Federal
District Courts. Albany: SUNY Press

Kagan R, Cartwright B, Friedman L, Wheeler S.
1978. The evolution of state supreme courts.
Mich. Law Rev. 76:961-1001

Kagan R, Cartwright B, Friedman L, Wheeler S.
1977. The business of state supreme courts,
1870-1980. Stanford Law Rev. 30:121-56

Katz J. 1982. Poor Peoples Lawyers in Tran-
sition. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers Univ.
Press

KidderR. 1980/1981. The end of the road: prob-
lems in the analysis of disputes. Law Soc. Rev.
15(3-4):717-25

Ladinsky J. 1963. Career Development Among
Lawyers: a Study of Social Factors in the Al-
location of Professional Labor. Ann Arbor:
Univ. Microfilms

Larson MS. 1977. The Rise of Professionalism:
A Sociological Analysis. Berkeley: Univ.
Calif. Press

Lawrence CR. 1992. The word and the river:
pedagogy as scholarship as struggle. South.
Calif. Law Rev. 65:2231-98

Lempert R. 1991. Dependency on the welfare
state: beyond the due process vision. Con-
temp. Sociol. 20(1):84-86

Levine FJ, Preston E. 1970. Community re-
source orientation among low income groups.
Wis. Law Rev. 1970:80-113

Macaulay S. 1986. Private government. In Law
and Social Science, ed. L Lipson, S Wheeler,
pp. 445-518. New York: Russell Sage Found.

Macaulay S. 1984. Law and the social sci-

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



ences: Is there any there there? J. Law Policy
6(2):149-87

Macaulay S. 1966. Law and the Balance of
Power: the Automobile Manufacturers and
their Dealers. New York: Russell Sage
Found.

Macaulay S. 1963. Non-contractual relations in
business: a preliminary study. Am. Sociol.
Rev. 28:55-69

Marx K, Engels F. 1950. Basic Writings on Poli-
tics and Philosophy, ed. L Furer. Garden City,
NY: Doubleday

Massell G. 1968. Law as an instrument of rev-
olutionary change in a traditional milieu: the
case of Soviet Central Asia. Law Soc. Rev.
2(2):179-228

Mather L, Yngvesson B. 1980/1981. Language,
audience, and the transformation of disputes.
Law Soc. Rev. 15(3-4):775-821

Mayhew L. 1968. Law and Equal Opportu-
nity: A Study of the Massachusetts Com-
mission Against Discrimination. Cambridge:
Harvard Univ. Press

Mayhew L, Reiss AJ. 1969. The social orga-
nization of legal contacts. Am. Sociol. Rev.
34(3):309-18

McCann M. 1994. Rights at Work: Pay Equity
Reform and the Politics of Legal Mobilization.
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Menkel-Meadow C. 1989. Feminization of the
legal profession: the comparative sociology
of women lawyers. In Lawyers in Society:
Comparative Theories, ed. RL Abel, PSC
Lewis, pp. 196-256. Berkeley: Univ. Calif.
Press

Menkel-Meadow C. 1984. Toward another
view of legal negotiation: the structures of
problem-solving. UCLA Law Rev. 31:754—
842

Menkel-Meadow C, Diamond S. 1991. The
content, method, and epistemology of gen-
der in sociological studies. Law Soc. Rev.
25(2):221-38

Merry SE. 1990. Getting Justice and Getting
Even: Legal Consciousness Among Working
Class Americans. Chicago: Univ. Chicago
Press

Merry SE. 1982. The social organization of
mediation in nonindustrial societies: impli-
cations for informal community justice in
America. See Abel 1982, 2:17-46

Miller R, Sarat A. 1980/1981. Grievances,
claims and disputes: assessing the adversary
cultures. Law Soc. Rev. 15(3-4):525-66

Mills CW. 1959. The Sociological Imagination.
New York: Oxford Univ. Press

Moore SF. 1978. Law as Process: An Anthro-
pological Approach. London: Routledge &
Kegan Paul

Munger F. 1994. Miners and lawyers: law prac-

LAW AND INEQUALITY 211

tice and class conflict in Appalachia, 1872—
1920. In Lawyers in a Postmodern World, ed.
M Cain, CB Harrington, pp. 185-228. New
York: New York Univ. Press

Munger F. 1993. Sociology of law for a postlib-
eral society. Loyola Law Rev. 27:89-125

Munger F. 1991. Legal resources of striking
miners: notes for a study of class conflict and
law. Soc. Sci. Hist. 15(1):1-33

NaderL. 1969. Law in Culture and Society. New
York: Academic

Nelson R. 1987. Bureaucracy, Professionalism,
and Commitment: Authority Relationships in
Large Law Firms. Chicago: Am. Bar Found.

Nelson R, Trubek D, Solomon RL. 1992.
Lawyers’ Ideals/Lawyers’ Practices: Trans-
Jformations in the American Legal Practice.
Ithaca: Cornell Univ. Press

Newman K. 1988. Falling From Grace: the Ex-
perience of Downward Mobility in the Amer-
ican Middle Class. New York: Free

Orren K, Skowronek S. 1994. Beyond the
iconography of order: notes for a new institu-
tionalism. In The Dynamics of American Poli-
tics: Approaches and Interpretations, ed. LC
Dodd, C Jilson, pp. 311-30. Boulder: Univ.
Colo. Press

Orren K, Skowronek S. 1996. Forthcoming. In-
stitutions and intercurrents: theory building
in the fullness of time. In Nomos: Political
Order, ed. R Hardin, I Shapiro. Vol. 37. In
press

Parsons T. 1964. Essays in Sociological Theory.
New York: Free

Powell W, DiMaggio P. 1991. The New In-
stitutionalism in Organizational Analysis.
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Reichman N. 1989. Breaking confidences: or-
ganizational influences on insider trading. So-
ciol. Q. 30(2):185-204

Rosenberg GN. 1991. The Hollow Hope:
Can Courts Bring About Social Change?
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Sampson R, Laub J. 1993. Structural variations
in juvenile court case processing: inequality,
the underclass and social control. Law Soc.
Rev. 27(2):285-311

Sanger C. 1993. Law as litany: teenage abor-
tion hearings. Presented at Annu. Meet. Law
Soc. Assoc., Chicago

Sarat A. 1990. “...the law is all over:” power,
resistance and the legal consequences of the
welfare poor. Yale J. Law Hum. 2:343-79

Sarat A, Felstiner WLF. 1995. Divorce Lawyers
and Their Clients: Power and Meaning in
the Legal Process. New York: Oxford Univ.
Press

Sarat A, Felstiner WLF. 1988. Law and so-
cial relations: vocabularies of motive in
lawyer/client interaction. Law Soc. Rev.

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



212 SERON & MUNGER

22(4):737-69

Savelsberg JJ. 1994. Knowledge, domination
and criminal punishment. Am. J. Sociol.
99(4):911-43

Scheingold SA. 1974. The Politics of Rights:
Lawyers, Public Policy and Political Change.
New Haven, CT: Yale Univ. Press

Sennett R, Cobb J. 1972. The Hidden Injuries of
Class. New York: Vintage

Seron C. 1996. The Business of Practicing Law:
the Worklives of Solo and Small Firm Attor-
neys. Philadelphia: Temple Univ. Press

Seron C. 1993. New strategies for getting
clients: urban and suburban lawyers’ views.
Law Soc. Rev. 27(2):399-420

Sewell WH. 1992. A theory of structure: dual-
ity, agency and transformation. Am. J. Sociol.
98(1):1-29

Shamir R. 1993. Professionalism and monopoly
of expertise: lawyers and administrative law,
1933-37. Law Soc. Rev. 27(2):361-97

Shapiro S. 1987. Wayward Capitalists: Target
of the Securities and Exchange Commission.
New Haven, CT: Yale Univ. Press

Simon J. 1993. Poor Discipline: Parole and the
Social Control of the Underclass, 1890—-1990.
Chicago: Univ. Chicago Press

Simon J. 1992. “The long walk home” to poli-
tics. Law Soc. Rev. 26(4):923-41

Simon R, Lynch J. 1989. The sociology of law:
Where we have been and where we might be
going. Law Soc. Rev. 23(5):825-47

Simon W. 1988. Ethical discretion in lawyering.
Harvard Law Rev. 101:1083-145

Skolnick J. 1965. The sociology of law in Amer-
ica: overview and trends. Soc. Probl. 12(4):4—

39

Smigel E. 1964. The Wall Street Lawyer, A Pro-
fessional Organization Man? New York:
Free Press

Somers MR, Gibson G. 1994. Reclaiming the
epistemological “other”: narrative and the
constitution of identity. In Social Theory and
the Politics of Identity, ed. C Calhoun, pp.
37-99. Cambridge, MD: Blackwell

Suchman D, Edelman LB. 1995. Legal rational
myths: lessons for the new institutionalism
from the law and society tradition. Law Soc.
Issues Nov.

Sudnow D. 1965. Normal crimes: sociological
features of the penal code in a public defender
office. Soc. Probl. 12(3):255-76

Sutherland EH. 1955. Principles of Criminol-
ogy. Philadelphia: Lippencott

Thompson EP. 1975. Whigs and Hunters:
The Origins of the Black Act. New York:
Pantheon

Thompson EP. 1964. The Making of the English
Working Class. New York: Vintage Books

Trubek DM. 1984. Where the action is: critical
legal studies and empiricism. Stanford Law
Rev. 36:575-622

Upham FK. 1987. Law and Social Change in
Postwar Japan. Cambridge: Harvard Univ.
Press

Wanner C. 1975. The public ordering of private
relations, part two: winning civil court cases.
Law Soc. Rev. 9(2):293-306

Wanner C. 1974. The public ordering of private
relations, part one: initiating civil cases in
urban trial courts. Law Soc. Rev. 8(3):421-40

Weber M. 1954. Max Weber on Law in Econ-
omy and Society, ed. E Shils, M Rheinstein.
Cambridge: Harvard Univ. Press

White L. 1993. No exit: rethinking welfare de-
pendency: from a different ground. George-
town Law J. 81:1961-2002

White L. 1992. Seeking “...the faces of
otherness...”: a response to professors
Sarat, Felstiner, and Cahn. Cornell Law Rev.
77:1499-511

White L. 1991. Subordination, rhetorical sur-
vival skills, and Sunday shoes: notes on the
hearing of Mrs. G. In At the Boundaries of
Law, ed. MA Fineman, NS Thomadsen, pp.
40-58. New York: Routledge

Williams PJ. 1991. The Alchemy of Race and
Rights. Cambridge: Harvard Univ. Press

Willie CU. 1985. Black and White Families:
a Study in Complementarity. Bayside, NY:
General Hall

Winn JK. 1994. Rational practices and the
marginalization of law: informal financial
practices of small businesses in Taiwan. Law
Soc. Rev. 28(2):193-232

Yngvesson B. 1985. Re-examining continu-
ing relations and the law. Wis. Law Rev.
1985(3):623-46

This content downloaded from 208.67.210.24 on Tue, 17 Oct 2017 17:47:06 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



	digitalcommons.nyls.edu
	1996
	Law and Inequality: Race, Gender…and, of course, Class
	Carroll Serron
	Frank W. Munger
	Recommended Citation



