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ASA Section Events          
 
 
Section Award Winners     
 

Hello from Kent 

State! I hope you’re 

having a productive yet 

relaxing summer. The 

ASA meetings are com-

ing up, so if you haven’t 

registered, you’ll want 

to do that soon. Af-

ter July 10th, registra-

tion fees increase.  

Now for the good 

news and the not-so-

good news. In terms of 

the latter, our section 

membership is currently 

88 members, down from 

126 members at the end 

of 2017. While other 

sections have seen the 

same downtrend, and 

while we expect an up-

tick this summer, please 

encourage others to join. 

The good news, in fact 

great news, is that we 

were successful in peti-

tioning the ASA to 

avoid probationary sta-

tus due to our low mem-

bership (click HERE to 

read the arguments we 

submitted).  

However, we still 

need to work hard to 

build up the section. 

Toward that end, please 

consider giving a gift 

membership.  To do so, 

login to your ASA ac-

count and click on 

"Purchase a gift section 

Will Kalkhoff 

membership" under 

Contribute/Give. Only 

those who are members 

of the ASA are eligible 

for gift memberships. 

After you check out, the 

person will be notified 

by email that you per-

sonally purchased a gift 

membership for them. If 

they decline the 

gift within 30 days, you 

will receive a full re-

fund. Note that gift 

memberships are not tax 

deductible and that the 

deadline for purchasing 

them is July 31st.  

Thanks to Jon Over-

ton for putting together 

another great newslet-

ter! Below you’ll see a 

link to a short survey. 

There has been some 

chatter about changing 

our section’s name, so 

please take a moment to 

provide your input by 

completing the survey. 

On page 2 we reveal the 

winners of this year’s 

section awards. Con-

gratulations! Please join 

us at the section busi-

ness meeting on Sun-

day, August 12th to 

formally recognize 

them. And special 

thanks to those who 

graciously agreed to 

serve on the award com-

mittees. Also on page 2 

you’ll find details about 

our events at the meet-

ings. The rest of the 

newsletter high-

lights section member 

achievements and in-

cludes useful and in-

sightful contributions 

from Doug Marshall and 

Rosemary Hopcroft. See 

you in August! 

EVOLUTION, 
BIOLOGY & 

SOCIETY 
What do you think 

of our section 
name? 

 

Take a short     
survey and let us 

know: 
https://

www.surveymonk
ey.com/r/

PQVKHMC  

Evolution, Biology &   
Society Handbook 
 
Section Member        
Publications 

Essays 
-“Biologicizing across the            
curriculum” by Douglas Marshall 
-Rosemary Hopcroft’s Book        
Review of How Emotions are 
Made 
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Best Student Paper Award 

Robbee Wedowa, Meghan Zacherb, Brooke            

Huibregtsea, Kathleen Harrisc, Benjamin Domingued, 

and Jason Boardmana 

a University of Colorado, Boulder; b Harvard University;               
c University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill; d Stanford University  

“Education, smoking, and cohort change: 

Forwarding a multidimensional theory of 

the environmental moderation of genetic 

effects.”  
 

Forthcoming in the American Sociological Review 

Congratulations to our Section Award Winners 
Best Book Award 

Rosemary L. Hopcroft 
University of North Carolina, Charlotte 

Evolution and Gender: Why It Matters for           

Contemporary Life  
 

Dalton Conleya and Jason Fletcherb 
a Princeton University; b University of Wisconsin, Madison 

The Genome Factor: What the Social        

Genomics Revolution Reveals about         

Ourselves, Our History, and the Future  

JOINT RECEPTION 
Sat, Aug. 11, 6:30—8:10 

Sections on Evolution,         
Biology & Society,             

Rationality & Society, and 
Mathematical Sociology 

SESSION 
Sun, Aug. 12, 2:30—4:10 

Neurosociology: Fundamental advances and applications 

SECTION BUSINESS MEETING 
Sun, Aug. 12, 1:30—2:10 

 

Organizer 
Will Kalkhoff 

Kent State University 

Presentations 

“Bridging capital and cognitive   
reserve: Social network          
moderation of neurodegeneration 
in older adults.”  
 

By Brea Perry  
Indiana University 

 

“An evolutionary neurosociology: 
Octonionic theory of social       
relations, emotion, and cognition.”  
 

By Warren D. TenHouten  
University of California, Los Angeles 

 

“A neurosociological theory of  
identity and its implications.”  
 

By Anne Frances Eisenberg  
State University of New York, Geneseo 

“An fMRI investigation of the    
effects of individualistic vs.      
collectivistic priming on responses 
to social exclusion.”  
 

 By Rengin Bahar Firata and  
Linzie Taylorb  

a University of California, Riverside 
b Georgia State University 

 

Discussant 
Douglas Massey  
Princeton University 

 

Organizer 
Will Kalkhoff 

Kent State University 

SESSION 
Sun, Aug. 12, 12:30—1:30 
Incorporating genetic        

information into  
sociological research 

 

Panelists 
Hexuan Liu 
University of Cincinnati 
 

Brea Perry 
Indiana University 
 

Daniel Adkins 
University of Utah 
 

Organizer 
Rosemary Hopcroft  

University of North Carolina, Charlotte 

 

https://www.routledge.com/Evolution-and-Gender-Why-It-Matters-for-Contemporary-Life/Hopcroft/p/book/9781138956162
https://www.routledge.com/Evolution-and-Gender-Why-It-Matters-for-Contemporary-Life/Hopcroft/p/book/9781138956162
https://press.princeton.edu/titles/10801.html
https://press.princeton.edu/titles/10801.html
https://press.princeton.edu/titles/10801.html
http://tinyurl.com/yculykgj
http://tinyurl.com/yculykgj
http://tinyurl.com/yculykgj
http://tinyurl.com/yculykgj
http://tinyurl.com/y9jgjofh
http://tinyurl.com/yb3nzlya
http://tinyurl.com/ybuko3n8
http://tinyurl.com/ybuko3n8
http://tinyurl.com/ybuko3n8
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New section handbook published 

Hopcroft, Rosemary (Editor). 2018. The Oxford Handbook of 
Evolution, Biology, and Society. New York, NY: Oxford       
University Press. 

 
Highlighted chapters by current section members 

“Introduction: Evolution, Biology, and Society.”  
–Rosemary Hopcroft 

 
“Sociology’s Contentious Courtship with Biology: A Ballad.”  

–Douglas A. Marshall 
 
“The Neurology of Religion: An Explanation from Evolutionary       
Sociology.”  

–Alexandra Maryanski and Jonathan Turner 
 
“Reward Allowances and Contrast Effects in Social Evolution: 
A Challenge to Zygmunt Bauman’s Liquid Modernity.”  

–Michael Hammond 
 
“Sex Differences in the Human Brain.”  

–David D. Franks 
 
“Human Sociosexual Dominance Theory.”  

–Kristin Liv Rauch and Rosemary Hopcroft 
 
“The Evolutionary Approach to History: Sociocultural          
Phylogenetics.” 

–Marion Blute and Fiona M. Jordan 
 
“Why Sociology Should Incorporate  Biology.”  

–Rosemary Hopcroft 

In a single volume, 

Rosemary Hopcroft’s 

edited work, The Oxford 

Handbook of Evolution, 

Biology, and Society 

unites research by a 

wide array of social 

scientists: sociologists, 

political scientists, crim-

inologists, and anthro-

pologists in the United 

States and elsewhere. Of 

interest to section mem-

Marshall, Douglas A. 2018. “Unity(s) in 
Conflict: Mapping Biology’s Relevance 
for Sociology.” In Peter Kivisto (ed.) The 
Cambridge Handbook of Social Theory. 
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University 
Press. 

Shiao, Jiannbin Lee. 2018. “A Compara-
tive Approach to Social Differences.” 
Review essay of Grounds for Difference, 

by Rogers Brubaker. Contemporary    
Sociology. 47(2): 132-163. 

 
For a complete listing of chapters in this volume, 
see the Table of Contents  

Biologicizing across 
the curriculum: 
From ‘Sociological 
Social Psychology’ to 
‘The Social Animal.’ 
By Douglas Marshall 

Like many of us who 

do sociology from an 

evolutionary and/or bio-

logical perspective, I’ve 

created and taught 

courses specifically 

about these approaches, 

and, where possible, 

have incorporated both 

into my introductory 

classes as well. Hope-

fully, such strategies 

ameliorate the oblivi-

ousness about, and/or 

derision toward, such 

approaches that many of 

our sociological col-

leagues convey to their 

students. 

But I’ve come to be-

lieve that in order to 

substantively impact the 

discipline as a whole, 

evolutionary and biolog-

ical thinking need to be 

integrated into courses 

across the curriculum, 

demonstrating its ap-

plicability and explana-

tory power to the full 

panoply of sub-fields 

and topics that make up 

our discipline. The do-

mains of gender and 

religion immediately 

suggest themselves as 

prime candidates for 

such infusion – but in 

both cases, it’s also the 

case that there is so 

much material to work 

with that the biology 

can quickly come to 

dominate the course, 

which makes for a great 

course, but one which is 

different from – and 

thus one that arguably 

augments rather than 

replaces – standard 

courses on the 

“Sociology of Gender” 

or the “Sociology of 

Religion”.  

A perhaps less  

SEE BIOLOGY, 4 

bers, its chapters include 

work from neurosociol-

ogy, evolutionary soci-

ology, and biosociology. 

This work can be pur-

chased in physical form 

or borrowed as an 

eBook from many uni-

versity libraries. We 

expect this to be a help-

ful resource for section 

members and students 

alike.  

https://global.oup.com/academic/product/the-oxford-handbook-of-evolution-biology-and-society-9780190299323?cc=us&lang=en&
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/the-oxford-handbook-of-evolution-biology-and-society-9780190299323?cc=us&lang=en&
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/the-oxford-handbook-of-evolution-biology-and-society-9780190299323?cc=us&lang=en&
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obvious place to bring 

biology in, and one that 

I’ve had success with, is 

in the field of social 

psychology. This sub-

discipline lends itself 

particularly well to such 

injections because: a) as 

the interface between 

individual and group - 

between the micro and 

the macro – it lies in the 

side of sociology nearest 

the psychological and 

biological borders. As 

such, it presents an op-

portune context for talk-

ing about the relation-

ships between parts and 

wholes, as well as be-

tween proximate and 

ultimate causation, and 

b) the canonical authors 

in this domain typically 

aren’t shy about implic-

itly or explicitly invok-

ing biology in their own 

arguments – which 

makes it hard to justifi-

ably reject further such 

infusions out of hand, 

thus opening wide the 

door to newer biological 

theory and data. 

Accordingly, after 

some years of teaching a 

course awkwardly and 

unimaginatively titled 

“Sociological Social 

Psychology” in my cur-

rent program, I renamed 

it “The Social Animal: 

Self and Certainty” and 

began incorporating 

more biological and 

evolutionary segues and 

asides throughout. The 

reading list, constructed 

around the classics of 

the field – Mead, Berger 

& Luckmann, Goffman, 

Simmel, Hochschild, 

etc. - has remained es-

sentially unchanged, but 

these touchstones have 

been reset within an 

explicitly biological 

context. 

For example, the 

course begins with the 

observation that social 

psychology is a 

“frontier” field that 

straddles two major 

disciplines: Psychology 

and Sociology, the need 

to differentiate between 

which lands us squarely 

in a discussion of parts, 

wholes, and how best to 

relate them to one an-

other that draws upon 

Simmel (form vs. con-

tent, social geometry) 

and Durkheim (sui gen-

eris, social facts) to cri-

tique both simplistic 

reductionism and holis-

tic puritanism, and to 

establish Durkheimian 

emergentism as a viable 

alternative to both. 

We then move on to 

Mead, who anticipates a 

truly comparative soci-

ology (e.g. his con-

trasting of societies with 

colonies and herds), and 

whose explicit biologi-

cism (e.g., his insistence 

on monistic parallelism 

– to the point of expli-

cating the importance of 

the spinal column in his 

model) is widely over-

looked by sociologists. 

After working through 

his argument for its es-

sentially social nature of 

the mind by way of lan-

guage and symbol, we 

draw upon Dunbar’s 

social brain hypothesis, 

some of Turner’s & 

Maryanski’s recent 

work, and other ac-

counts to demonstrate 

that such models seri-

ously underestimate just 

how thoroughly and 

fundamentally social the 

mind really is. Mean-

while, Mead’s behavior-

ism (also studiously 

overlooked by much of 

the discipline) provides 

an opportunity to con-

trast such general-
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purpose processor mod-

els - the failures of 

which were the undoing 

of ontological behavior-

ism - with prepared 

learning models, culmi-

nating in a discussion of 

the “Swiss Army Mind” 

and Homo Duplex alter-

natives.  

Later in the course, 

Berger & Luckmann’s 

concept of “world open-

ness” (another intima-

tion of inter-specific 

sociology) and their 

elaboration of the mech-

anisms by which the 

nomos is acquired, goes 

hand in hand with a 

consideration of neural 

development processes 

and of the mirror neu-

rons which make conta-

gion and imitation pri-

mary means of sociali-

zation. Likewise, their 

treatment of the habitu-

alization – legitimation 

cycle facilitates a neat 

discussion of the evolu-

tion of the automatiza-

tion and cognitive disso-

nance mechanisms 

which drive it.  

When the course turns 

to issues of selfhood, we 

begin again with Sim-

mel – this time his treat-

ment of the evolution of 

the self as an artifact of 

the dissipation of the 

primordial tribal identity 

– and use that back-

ground to both engage 

again with Mead, and to 

elaborate the modern 

burdens of selfhood a la 

Gergen, and the physiol-

ogy of escaping from it 

a la Baumeister.  

At other points in the 

course, Mauss launches 

an exploration of reci-

procity as part of the 

human moral quiver, 

Goffman’s focus on 

given-off signs opens a 

discussion of the prima-

cy of the preverbal in 

human sociality, and 

Hochschild’s concept of 

deep acting nicely merg-

es with research on faci-

al feedback mecha-

nisms.  

Since I’m sure the 

reader can easily gener-

ate their own, and likely 

better, ways of sowing 

biological and evolu-

tionary seeds into the 

rich soil of social psy-

chology, I won’t belabor 

my point any further. I 

hope that what I’ve con-

veyed is that at least in 

this domain, and surely 

many others, it is entire-

ly possible to reframe 

much of the sociological 

canon in terms of Bio-

logical and Evolutionary 

thought in ways that 

demonstrate to the next 

generation of sociolo-

gists (and citizens) their 

mutual compatibility 

and consilience across 

the curriculum.  
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How Emotions are Made: The Secret Life 
of the Brain by Lisa Feldman Barrett. Bos-

ton: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt (2017). 

Review by Rosemary Hopcroft 
In this book, Barrett 

critiques what she refers 

to as the “classic view 

of emotion.” She de-

scribes this classical 

view of emotion as fol-

lows: we all have emo-

tions build in at birth 

and that are activated 

when something goes on 

around us. We broadcast 

our emotions to the 

world by way of our 

facial expressions and 

body language, and oth-

ers can read those facial 

expressions and body 

language. The collection 

of changes that occur 

inside and outside our 

body when we feel a 

particular emotion are 

distinctive and can be 

referred to as a 

“fingerprint” of 

that emotion. 

Our emotions 

are artifacts 

of evolu-

tion, hav-

ing long 

ago been 

advanta-

geous for our 

survival. As 

such they are 

universal, found in 

every person in every 

part of the world. Last, 

emotions are at odds 

with rationality. 

In Chapter 1 of the 

book, she rebuts the idea 

that each emotion has an 

associated collection of 

changes that occur in-

side and outside a per-

son’s body when they 

feel an emotion, or its 

own distinctive 

“fingerprint”. She says 

that the search for a sin-

gle distinctive physical 

fingerprint of the bodily 

signs of each emotion 

has not been successful, 

whether it be measures 

of heart rate or measures 

of the electrical signals 

that make the facial 

muscles move. The con-

clusion has to be that the 

same emotion involves 

different bodily respons-

es across different con-

texts, individuals and 

studies. Variation is the 

norm. She does note that 

the statistical patterns 

found in brain imaging 

studies of emotion do 

correlate with whether 

the subject is feeling 

happy or sad, and these 

patterns are significantly 

different, but argues that 

they are averages, not a 

particular fingerprint for 

an emotion. No one 

individual is likely to 

display this statistical 

average. 

She also gives evi-

dence (Chapter 2) that 

there is no one fear cen-

ter in the brain. Neuro-

science shows that any 

particular brain area or 

network contributes to 

many emotional states. 

She uses this to argue 

against the model of the 

“triune brain” the idea 

that the brain has layers 

with cognitive circuitry 

layered on top of the 

emotional circuitry, and 

says the brain regions 

cannot be divided up 

that neatly. 

In Chapter 3, she ar-

gues that facial expres-

sions are not a reliable 

diagnostic fingerprint of 

emotion. She notes that 

the studies used to have 

people sort photographs 

according to the emo-

tion being felt by the 

person in the picture 

always have a list of 

words for different emo-

tions displayed next to 

the picture. In the ab-

sence of those words, 

when people have to 

freely sort pictures 

based on the por-

trayed emotions 

they do much 

less well. She 

argues that 

this shows 

that there is 

no one univer-

sal “face” for 

each of the dif-

ferent emotions 

that is universally 

recognizable by all.  

Barrett describes the 

generation of emotions 

(Chapter 4) in the brain 

as follows. She says that 

pleasant or unpleasant 

feelings come from an 

ongoing process inside 

you called introception. 

She describes an intero-

ceptive network of con-

nected regions in your 

brain that creates emo-

tion. To simplify, she 

describes this interocep-

tive network as having 

two parts. First, there is 

the region that repre-

sents sensations inside 

your body which she 

refers to as your primary 

interoceptive cortex. 

This receives sensory 

inputs from the heart, 

lungs, kidneys, skin, 

muscles and so on. Sec-

ond there is the body 

budgeting region. Using 

its past experience, the 

body budgeting regions 

makes predictions about 

what is going on using 

the sensory feedback 

from your body as re-

gards the best way to 

keep you alive and well. 

This region makes pre-

dictions, which become 

simulations of sensa-

tions and movements. 

The neurons in the pri-

mary interoceptive cor-

tex compare the simula-

tion to the incoming 

sensory input, compu-

ting any relevant predic-

tion error, completing 

the loop, and ultimately 

create your interocep-

tive sensations. Some-

times these interocep-

tive sensations are trans-

formed into sights, 

sounds, thoughts, mem-

ories, and sometimes 

they are transformed 

into emotions (page 69). 

So how does this hap-

pen? This is described 

in Chapter 5 as follows. 

You categorize some of 

those sensations using 

concepts you have 

learned during child-

hood. Your brain em-

ploys concepts to make 

interoceptive sensory 

signals meaningful, cre-

ating an explanation for 

where they came from, 

what they refer to in the 

world, and how to act 

on them. Thus emotion-

al meanings are con-

structed by each individ-

uals using the physical 

signals from the world 

and the individual’s 

emotion knowledge. 

Emotions therefore are 

not your reactions to the 

world, they are your 

constructions of the 

world. 

Thus, according to 

Barrett, you need an 

emotion concept in or-

der to experience or 

perceive the associated 

emotion. So any human 

can experience intero-

ceptive sensations of 

low affect, but you can-

not experience sadness 

with all its cultural 

meaning, and associated 

appropriate actions, un-

less you have the con-

cept of sadness (from 

Chapter 7). In this way, 

she argues, emotions 

have a social, not a bio-

logical reality. Emo-

tions, therefore, are not 

universal. 

In Chapters 9 through 

12 she continues with 

the implications of this 

view of emotion, includ-

ing tips for mastering 

your emotions, a discus-

sion of how emotions  

SEE EMOTION, 6 

“Your brain employs concepts to 
make interoceptive sensory signals 
meaningful, creating an explanation 
for where they came from, what 
they refer to in the world, and how 
to act on them.” 



EMOTION 

Continued from 5 

can make you sick, how 

the classical view of 

emotions influences the 

law (not well), and 

whether animals experi-

ence emotion (no, we 

just think they do). 

In a nutshell, Barrett’s 

argument is that the 

classical view of emo-

tion is entirely wrong. 

Emotions are not innate, 

although the capability 

to create them is. They 

are not universal but 

vary from culture to 

culture, they are not 

triggered, but created by 

individuals. “They 

emerge as a combina-

tion of the physical 

properties of your body 

giving sensory input, a 

flexible brain that wires 

itself to whatever envi-

ronment it develops in, 

and your culture and 
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upbringing, which pro-

vide that environment.” 

Emotions are real, but 

only real in that they are 

a product of human 

agreement by people in 

the same society. 

While the book is a 

good overview of cur-

rent understanding of 

how the mind works by 

simulating and predict-

ing and correcting those 

predictions using senso-

ry input from the world, 

Barrett overstates her 

case for the importance 

of culture in creating 

emotion. She sets up 

something of a straw 

man in stating that the 

classical view implies a 

single distinctive 

“footprint” for each 

emotion. As she notes, 

there is no single dis-

tinctive footprint, but 

rather a range of various 

ways of expressing and 

experiencing a particu-

lar emotion. Yet just 

because a particular 

emotion, say, fear, is 

expressed and experi-

enced differently by 

different people at dif-

ferent times, that is not 

the same thing as saying 

there is nothing that we 

can label as the emotion 

“fear.” Just like there 

are a huge variety of 

dogs, there is a set of 

creatures we can label 

under the heading dog 

that distinguishes it 

from other four legged 

creatures. She herself 

notes that her own lab 

has found statistical 

patterns in the brain 

scans of people who are 

experiencing a particu-

lar emotion, and these 

patterns do differ signif-

icantly by the emotion 

being experienced, but 

she dismisses these pat-

terns as statistical aver-

ages and not as distinc-

tive “fingerprints.” 

She uses the same 

straw man argument to 

critique Darwin’s The 

Expression of the Emo-

tions in Man and Ani-

mals. Because Darwin 

suggested that there 

some universal emo-

tions experienced by all 

humans that are found 

across the animal king-

dom, she accuses him of 

essentialism and claims 

that he suggests that 

each emotion has a spe-

cific, consistent finger-

print, which they don’t 

have. Yet Darwin would 

not have denied that 

universal emotions may 

manifest in a wide vari-

ety of ways depending 

on the individual and 

the situation, but that 

didn’t mean that there is 

nothing that we can de-

fine as “fear” as distinct 

from “sadness”, for in-

stance, or that we share 

these emotions with 

other animals. 

Similarly, her critique 

of the classical view that 

there are universal facial 

expressions of emotions 

by noting that people 

can more easily attach a 

label to a photo of a 

person experiencing an 

emotion if they are giv-

en a set of labels to 

choose from rather than 

if they are asked to 

freely assign an emotion 

to a face is tenuous. 

Rather than meaning 

that people cannot rec-

ognize facial expres-

sions of emotion with-

out prompting, this may 

just show that emotions 

can be ambiguous 

(particularly in photos). 

It does not necessarily 

mean that people across 

cultures cannot recog-

nize various universal 

emotions in the face, 

particularly in real life. 

Further, Barrett may 

overstate the difference 

in accuracy between the 

two types of studies. 

Other cross cultural 

studies show similar 

accuracy in forced and 

free choice of associa-

tion of photos with emo-

tion words (e.g. Haidt 

and Keltner, 1999). 

Barrett also overstates 

the demise of the useful-

ness of the concept of 

the triune brain. While 

flexibility and redun-

dancy in the function of 

different brain regions 

occurs, some parts of 

the brain are more an-

cient in evolutionary 

terms. 

Last, we can accept 

that culture and cultural-

ly based concepts play a 

role in the expression 

and interpretation of 

emotions without ac-

cepting that emotions 

are therefore entirely 

social constructions, as 

Barrett concludes when 

she states that emotions 

have a social, not a bio-

logical reality. Barrett’s 

constructionist theory of 

emotions becomes 

therefore an 

“oversocialized” view 

of emotions, that emo-

tions are largely cultural 

creations and culturally 

dependent, and thus not 

universal. While culture 

is undoubtedly im-

portant in how emotions 

are experienced, dis-

played and interpreted 

by others, this does not 

mean that there is are no 

universal emotions that 

are experienced in some 

way by all. 
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“We can accept that culture and  
culturally based concepts play a 
role in the expression and             
interpretation of emotions without 
accepting that emotions are       
therefore entirely social               
constructions.” 

A New Guinea man displays a range of expres-
sions in photos used in cross-cultural research on 
human emotion by Paul Ekman . 


