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S O 1 . 1 1 ~ A R I ~ I ' Y .  ' I ' H E  S A C I I E I ) ,  A N I )  H U M A N  

R l C ; H ' l ' S :  A S O ~ ~ l O l ~ O ~ ~ l ~ ~ A l ,  I I E S i ' C ~ N S F ~  

Mi(r i zy / .  A l i l ~ ~ e i ;  / I : ,  is I'ro@ssor of'.SocioIogy nt t / ~ e  ( h ~ i i ~ e ~ ~ i v  oj 'Vi~;ri~~in.  
Hi.c hooks i l i f - l ~ ~ d f :  T h e  Illusio~l of  Equality: 'l'he Effects of Edr~c;ltional 

Opportuni ty o n  Inecluali ty nncl Conflict; U n e q ~ ~ a l  Care: A Case Study 

of  Intcrorganizational Relations in Health Care; lr11d S t n t ~ ~ s  and 

Sacredness: A General l 'heory of Status Relations and an A~lalysis of  

Ind inn C u l t r ~ r e ,  zi~/~ii . /~ vcr i z~ed  t / ~ c  1996 ~ ~ i s t i n g i ~ i s / ~ ~ d  Pi~hlicntion 
Alljnidfiom the AT)T~I.IL.,III Sociologicnl ass or inti or^. (:I~rrentIv he is zuriti~~g 
n ljook oil the,t~nttrrils of'belinvior cl~nr/rcleristic o j ' A i ~ ~ r ~ ~ i c n i f  teenqrrs n i ~ d  
/ 1 0 1 1 ~  ~II(,.~'.FE pnttoi.i~s relntf 10 tire l,i.o/zder e c o ~ ~ o i i ~ i c  ,ivd /)olilictz/ co~~tex-t ?J' 
f~o??.ci(~l?fi~ f.,1/1jtn/7.s?)?, 

I N  H I S  E/ \ I I I .Y W O I I K ,  r ' I I 0 F E S S O K  ' I ' U I I N E K  W A S  

strongly influenced by Weber. While his discussions of Weber are txoad 

ranging, I an1 especi;llly strucl< by the apparent importance to him of  

IXTeber's themes of rationalization, b u r e a r ~ c r a c ~  2nd disenchantn1ent~- 

and the resulting highly an~bivalent  attitrtde toward modernization- 

an amhivalence that I hear in Professor T ~ ~ r n e r ' s  own work. R r ~ t  tlrc 

second key element that seems to have been of  significant influence is 

Weher's emphasis on attempting to understand and interpret behavior 

from the actor's point of view. This, along with the apparent infll~ellce 

o f  Heidegger, has made Professor Turner  sv~npa the t ic  to  postmod- 

ernisrn-at least as a description of the emerging plr~ralism of  the cou- 

temporarv world. 



\Vhilc I an1 not ;i\vare that he ever says this, I setlse n disencli;intme~it 

;111d even a rejection of  extreme versions of  the linguistic turn and thc 

emphasis o n  interpretation-where all texts are silnply about  o ther  

texts and where h i ~ m a n  actors largely disnpllca~- frorll the st;lgc. I 1 1 s -  

pect that this is onc  reason that Foucault hns I ~ e c t ~  such an i~npor tan t  

influence o n  him. H e  Iikcs Foucault's earthiness ;tnd, o f  cottrsc, his 

emphasis on  the body-an emphasis that  has become the center of  

Professor Titrner's own work. As he notes, he also draws on  the ncltiotls 

of  "sensuousncss" and  "praxis" so central to  the young Marx and has 

great ambitions for the sociology a n d  phenomenology of  the I>ody. 

I'erhaps it w o ~ t l d  not be an exaggeration to say that he would like to  

introditce into sociology and Inore generally into i ntellecti~al discourse, 

what  might  be called a "corporal o r  bodily titrn" to  suppletnent a n d  

halance the linguistic turn. 

-1'he voicc of  t > ~ t r k h c i n ~  secms n ~ i ~ c h  morc marginal t o  I'rofessor 

'Turner's views than the othcr two 1neml7ers of the cociological trinity, 

Marx and  Weber. I will return to this matter later. Hut in addition to 

intcllcctual influences, the dramatic innovations that are occurring in 

biology a n d  medical technology, and their potentially revolutionary 

social itnplications, fitrther contribute to Profecsor T~trner's c o ~ ~ c c r n  to  

make the hutnan body the foci of intellectual interest. 

l'rofessor rIi~rncr's focus o n  the body leads to a reorientation of  medical 

sociology that involves two levels: concern with the  individual body 

and concerns about thc social body; and a sociological theory of h i ~ m a n  

rights. I will focus on the issue of  h i t ~ n a ~ l  rights. H e  wants to defend a 

notion of  hutnan rights, rooted in a notion of  the c o m m o n  frailty of  

the human body. This  is an explicit attetnpt to ovcrcome the extreme 

relativism associated with many fortns of postmodernism. As a prereq- 

uisite to  itsing frailty as a basis for human rights, he debunl<s what he 

sees as the na'ive optimism that  medical science will be  able to  solve 

1110st of  o ~ t r  frailties. 

liecognizing fi-ailty is a itsefitl placc to  hegin, I ) L I ~  it has a severe li~llitn- 

tion as a basis for either explaining or defending hulnan rights. This  is 

hecause frailty is a constant, and  clearly the honoring of human  rights 

ic  Ilighl!. v,l~-ial>lc across social settings. Wllile the rccognirion of  I'railty 

ic .i tta1.t. it scemc to nlc a vcry limited one. 

I .lm 1~1zxlctl nc to \ ~ 1 1 y  1'1-of..sso~.'Iitr~~cr is rc4ucr;111t to emhr;~cc cxplic- 

itly comc norion of  intcrci~l>iccrivity--the ;~biIitv to grasp to ;I cignifi- 

c ;~t i t  c1cg1.e~ tllc othcr  ~ C I - S O I I S  p ~ r s ~ ~ c c t i v e s  ;111d fceli~lgs--a~ ;~tiotIier 

prereclllisite, a n d  hence foundation, for human rights. 'l'his is implicit 

in tllc notion that we recognize one another's fr;lilrics. l ~ ~ t  the empha- 

sis o n  frailty litnits the relevance of intersubjectivity to this minimum. 

A concern \vitli inrersul>jecriviry is a conccrn of such diversc thinkr~.c as 

I-label-nlac, l.yotard, and Iia\vls-nor to  mention of most traditional 

religions. Idcnti+ing this ;IS at1 additional prcconditiclrl of a n  effecrivc 

not ion of  human rights docs nor commit  o n e  to  sonic kind o f  nlic- 

guided faith it1 human rationality. Unlike frailty. prople's nhility to 

I I I I ~ C I . S ~ ; I I I ~  tile other's point of view is ;I variable. 'l'llis suggctrs I>oth a 

p;lrti;ll cxplanntion for variations in the likelihood tliat particular actors 

will I C S ~ C C ~  tllc rigllrs of others, h ~ t t  also e ~ ~ g g e c t  policicc th;lt might 

increate rliis prol~abiliry. 

( ) f c o ~ ~ r t c .  .I f~tlly clcveloped sociological thcory of human rights w o ~ l l d  

ncecl to  identify many nlore Frlctors tliat contrihr~tc to the likelihood of 

institi~tionalizcd hu111at1 rights. O n e  o h v i o ~ ~ s  aspect of this \vould be to 

identify not only what cn;ll>lcs pcoplc to i~~ltlcrst;lnd one ;lnothcr. 11ltt 

\vliat social ~ ~ ~ e c h ; ~ n i s r n s  enable to reach sufficient levels of soli- 

darity t11;lt they respcct the rights of otlierc. '1-hat these f;lctors are 11ot 

cx11Io1-ed S C ~ I I I S  to  II IC O I I C  i~lJ ic;~t iot i  of 1I1e liniitatio~ls of rooti11g 01- at 

least limiting one's sociology ;and politics primarily in or to an analysis 

of  the body-which is not,  of  coiirse, to den). the importance or Icgiti- 

macy of this endeavor. 

Rlit in ndtlitio~l to tlic limited found;ltions for an analysis and defense 

of  llumnn I-ights, I am concerned al7our Professor litrner's vision of  the 

st;ltc ;ind cotltcnl[>ornty society. As lie notrd in the or;d prcc.nt;ition of  

Ilis p;11wr. h ~ t n i m ~  rigllts ;IIT closely c o n ~ ~ e c t c d  with the dcvelol>nicnt of 

c i t i z c ~ ~ < h i ~ )  in .I 11iotlcr11 r~ation-st;lre. 13ut he gocs o n  to indic;lte his 

concet-n that the vcry I>ascc of rights o f  citizenship are being eroded by 

the disappearance of  the traditional ways in which individuals legiti- 



mated these rights: service in the military, parenting, and  eniploynient. 

Hence, to his very minimalist ideological foundation for human rights. 

he seems to take as more or less given that tlie institutional infrastruc- 

ture of  such rights is collapsing beneath us. W h a t  I find surprising 

about this account is the way he seems to accept as given global capi- 

talism and liberal democracy as they currently exist in Western Europe. 

O n e  need not adopt a vision of socialist revolution, but only consider 

relatively modest institutional alternatives. For example, as a s u b s t i t ~ ~ t e  

for both military service and  parenting, societies might create national 

service corps, in which people for various periods of their life perform 

service for the society that are not  provided for by the market   lace. 
This  could include care of  children and old people. N o r  is there any 

absolute reason why unemployment has to be permanently high so that 

young people are excluded from productive work. Such an outcome is 

the result of particular ~o l ic ies ,  not an inevitable condition. M y  more 

general complaint is that throughout his account I get a sense of  pas- 

sivity toward existing ins t i t~~t iona l  structures. 

More specifically, there is barely the suggestion o f  a critique o f  unre- 

strained capitalism. O n e  may very well believe in the legitimacy of mar- 

kets and private property and still have grave reservations a h o ~ ~ t  the 

commodification of  everything. This  silence is surprising since the 

notion o f  social rights that he is building o n ,  as developed hy 7'. H. 
Marshall and R. M. Titmuss, was seen as one way of  restraining mar- 

kets in the context of  liberal democracy. Is there any hope for civil soci- 

ety and  social rights, if organs, genes, schoolrooms, and politicians-to 

name only a f e ~  things that  are up  for contention-become simply 

commodities? This  absence of any critique of capitalism is not  simply a 

political o r  practical problem, but  also a n  analytical weakness. H o w  

does a sociology of  the body and  a notion of  embodiment  understand 

and speak to these issues? If it does not, how can it speak to the issue of  

human rights in a significant way? 

Underlying tlie notion of  citizenship is the notion of a society that has 

significant levels of  social solidarity. T h e  importance of solidarity is one  

of Professor T ~ ~ r n e r ' s  three key concerns-the other two being scarcity 

a n d  security. Recognizing each other's frailties is a start o n  solidarity, 

but  a very limited one. If Professor Turner sees solidarity as one  of  the 

tlircc kcy C O I I C ~ ~ I I S ,  tIic11 ;I nlore cla0orarc tlicory of rlic sources of soli- 

darity is needcd-and this brings Inc back to his seemingly limited 

reliance on IIurkhcim. l l t~ rkhe im arglled that social solidarity was root- 

ed in two key nieclianisms: participating in comliion rituals directed 

t(xva1.d rhe sacred, and a feeling of a common identity bctwcen wor- 

shipers when they were in the presence of the sacred who was totally 

other. I an1 not  arguing that Durkhe im had tlie final word on rhc 

sources of  solidarity, but  if solidarity is a key concern, it would seen1 

i~icuml)cnr upon l'rofessor Turner either to embrace Durklieini o r  to 

develop an alternative theory. If you take the former course, and the 

gods are dead, then what is it that can be treated as sacred? O n e  answer 

\vot~ld he the body and its frailty. Rut this answer leads to another prob- 

lem. 'l'he very process of cmhodinient,  which is so central to his argu- 

ment. inherently leads to an intimacy between the self and  the body. 

Such intimacy is, a t  least according to Durkhe in~ .  precisely what  will 

not work; for the sacred must be orher than we arc-at least niost of  tlie 

time. If solidarity is so crucial, in what  ways is Professor Turner  

IIurkhciniian, nntl if lie rejects Ilurklicim. what  is his tlicory of 

solidarity? 

In sum, ;I sociology of rhc hody and ;I tlieol-y of human rights mtlsr more 

directly addrcss some of the key issues of macro sociology if they are to 

he part of a convinci~lg intellectual discourse and have a ~nenni~ lgf i~ l  and 

positive impact upon the way postmodern humans live their lives. 


