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hybrid corn seeds is shaped by the state (through judicial intervention and fair market rules governing labeling,
patents, etc.), seed companies (including industry associations), and experts (researchers, universities, professional
organizations and journals). With the increased technical specialization of farming, individuals and groups hide and
contest knowledge such as the identity of particular strains of hybrid seeds to make a profit. Ziegenhorn’s
description of the hybrid corn industry highlights the close connection between the structures of science and global
capitalism. Science itself is complicit in the penetration of global capitalism throughout the world because it both
naturalizes market economic ideology and structurally supports business companies in their accumulation of
knowledge and profit.

This penetration of global capitalism, however, does not come free of cost to those who adopt market
practices. Nicole Polier’s essay on changes in kinship and community relations resulting from the commoditization
of labor and food has resulted in a destabilization of everyday life in Papua New Guinea. Similarly, Bruce Roberts
shows how the commoditization of beer both helps and is harmful to local Kenyan society. The strategies selected
by local communities to meet the challenges of global capitalism, however, are dependent upon distant, impersonal
forces. Relying on such nonlocal vagaries make local strategies, such as the highly specialized Pecorino cheese
export by highland Sardinians as described by Gabriela Vargas-Cetina, may be inherent to the expansion of the
global market system itself. In her essay, Vargas-Cetina lays out a macroeconomic model of the commoditization
process that implies social dislocation through the emergence of disparities of wealth and access to opportunities.
The two archaeological contributions to the volume by Winifred Creamer and Mitchell Rothman give historical
depth to the significance of economic processes of commaoditization and globalization.

The essays in this volume contain solid ethnographic description and theoretical discussions that clearly
delineate the local social issues of the world of goods. The variety of anthropological methods used by the authors
can help others in different disciplines contextualize a variety of economic phenomena. One limitation that I would
point out is the absence of any cases where the processes of globalization and commoditization are situated outside
the West, such as what has happened in East Asia (such as Japan, the second largest economy and a major national
agent of globalization). Nonetheless, this volume is well worth reading by those examining the cross-cultural impact
of commodities and globalization.

Migration Theory: Talking Across Disciplines. Edited by Caroline B. Brettell and James F.
Hollifield. New York: Routledge (2000). 239 pp.

Reviewed by Ellen Percy Kraly, Department of Geography, Colgate University, Hamilton,
New York

Migration Theory is a welcome contribution to the field of migration studies, which, as the editors state in the
Preface, “...cries out for an interdisciplinary approach” (p. vii). As several of the authors included in the volume
demonstrate through literature review, the study of migration has often been inter- and multidisciplinary. But the
editors are asking for greater analytic articulation of the conceptual value of interdisciplinarity within scholarship on
migration. One of their three goals for the book is to foster a ‘spirit of dialogue’ among migration scholars. This is
offered as one means to the dual ends of “gaining greater insight into the phenomenon of international migration” (p.
vii) through multidisciplinary and comparative research (p. 20) and of “moving toward a more unified field of study”
(p. vii). These analytic goals are highly relevant given the ever more significant role of international population
movements in contemporary social, economic, political and environmental change - at all geographic scales: local,
national, regional and global.

In the jointly authored Introduction, the editors provide a superb synthesis of the analytic characteristics of
migration studies from the perspectives of particular disciplines. Brettell and Hollifield compare how different
academic disciplines frame and implement research questions. They offer critical insight to the theoretical and
methodological traditions as well as empirical emphases of each of the fields and, in the process, help to identity the
major bodies of knowledge about international migration that have developed in many of the social sciences. This is
a fine organizing chapter. It concludes with a presentation of specific research questions or areas that would benefit
from interdisciplinary exchange and collaboration. For example, Brettell and Hollifield “foresee exciting
collaboration on the question of citizenship between the political scientists and political sociologists who frame the
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in relation to the nation-state and the rights of a democratic society, and the anthropologists who frame the questions
in relation to ethnicity and the construction of identity” (p. 19).

Each of the individual chapters provides a critical review of the theoretical and research literature within the
respective social science disciplines represented in the volume: history, demography and population studies,
sociology, anthropology, economics, political science and legal studies. Each author makes his or her own decisions
about emphasis. Diner considers the receptivity of historians to theoretical models and hypothesis testing. Keely
underscores the awareness among demographers about issues of data reliability and cohort versus period effects.
Chiswick summarizes the economic literature concerning the issue of migrant selectivity and notes the policy
implications of differing interpretations of empirical findings. In her excellent summary of the sociological literature
on immigrant incorporation, ethnicity and citizenship, Heisler reveals the many different conceptual frameworks and
methodological approach adopted among her colleagues. Brettell too provides a rich discussion of the ways in which
the anthropology of migration has deepened to consider issues of identity and culture within the context of
globalization and transnationalism. Hollifield identifies what he considers three central issues concerning the politics
of international migration (national sovereignty and the control of migration; national security; and immigrant
incorporation and polity) and looks as how scholars in other social sciences have addressed these issues. Schuck
discusses how legal studies can illuminate critical immigrant policy concerns including the demand for immigration,
and policy and program enforcement and administration. In a similar vein, but using the lens of economics, Chang
focuses on four U.S. immigration policy issues: labor competition and labor market effects; distributive justice;
public goods and resources; immigration law and policy reform.

Each of the chapters in this volume stands on its own by offering critical synthesis of disciplinary scholarship
on international migration. Each discusses, in different ways, both the contributions and to some extent failings of
the discipline to insights about the phenomenon of international migration and population movements. As a
collection of papers organized to meet the goals set forth by the editors, however, I see two important limitations.
First, most of individual papers do not identify clearly, or clearly enough, the ways in which interdisciplinary and
multidisciplinary research on international migration might proceed. For example, Chiswick concludes his chapter
by discussing the various dimensions of immigrant selectivity and social and economic mobility that might, we
presume, be considered in research by non-economists. But the fostering of an interdisciplinary perspective and
research program on immigrant selection remains implicit at best. Hollifield presents a detailed, well conceived
agenda of research for political scientists, a “call for research” that I hope might be considered seriously by a
foundation or other funding organization. But the agenda focuses specifically on work to be done within the field of
political science that benefit both the discipline as well as the store of knowledge about the politics of international
migration. The connections to other disciplines are not as clearly evident as one might hope given the goals of the
book.

In fact, in my review, only two papers in the collection succeed at explicitly and concretely discussing the
potential interdisciplinary ‘dialogue’ about research on international migration. Interestingly, Hania Diner discusses
at length the inherent difficulties in promoting interdisciplinary research on migration that would involve historians
and other social scientists. She draws a decidedly ominous conclusion: “...the nature of history as a field, the
particular perspective of American history, and the inner dynamics of American immigration history as a field has
militated against a conjoining of the study of immigration to the United States and migration theory. The two have
gone their separate ways. While they both may be the poorer for it, there is no reason to predict that in the
immediate future they will find common ground” (p. 39).

In contrast, but addressing the same goal of “interdisciplinary dialogue,” Barbara Schmitter Heisler concludes
her chapter on sociological studies of international migration by setting out a “constructive” agenda for research.
She suggests more scholarly connections among sociologists drawing from different emphases within the discipline,
specifically between “Americanists” and “Comparativists/Globalists.” Because the latter more often adopt an
interdisciplinary perspective, such dialogue will ultimately move analysis in a variety of new analytic combinations.
Schmitter Heisler identifies transnationalism as a focus of interdisciplinary dialogue between sociologists and
anthropologists as macrosociological processes emerge on all levels of human society. Similarly, according to
Schmitter Heisler, the study of state sovereignty is an opportunity for interdisciplinary analysis between sociologists
and political scientists given different assumptions about the significance of nation states in migration and settlement
processes. Finally, Schmitter Heisler discusses the need for interdisciplinary and comparative dialogue about
processes of immigrant assimilation, integration and incorporation and for critical assessment of biases inherent in
the conceptual models. This chapter seems to me to accomplish the goal for “talking across disciplines” set forth by
the editors.

The second limitation of the collection is the omission of professional geography from the social scientific
map. The movement of humans is a spatial process and a major force of landscape and hence social geographic and
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environmental change. The subfield of population geography is virtually defined as the study of human migration
and geographic mobility; in the past decade economic, cultural and feminists geographers studying globalization and
development has given close and critical attention in field studies to the roles of transmigration and transnationalism
in the ‘relationships between people and places.” The work of Victoria Lawson (1998; 2000) is particularly notable
in this regard.

Beyond significant theoretical and empirical contributions of geographers in the study of migration of all
forms is the longstanding awareness among geographers of the need for disciplinary integration in the study of
human-environmental interactions. Intellectual integration and synthesis is considered by many of us who teach the
discipline at the collegiate level the analytic signature of the discipline. Among geographers Kevin McHugh (2000)
has made a most clear and eloquent argument for interdisciplinary perspective, and also multi-method approach, in
the study of migration, in his call for incorporating ethnography in the geographic analysis of migration and spatial
processes:

Geographers — steeped in thinking in terms of space, place and connection — are well posed to explore and
elucidate peoples, place and societal implications of migration and circulation systems. This challenge requires
openness to multiple epistemologies and perspectives, as intellectual life across the social sciences and humanities is
becoming increasingly defined by what Geertz (1983) term blurred genres in social thought. ... Cultivating
ethnographic approaches will help enliven migration studies in geography and foster linkages with other branches of
the discipline, opening up new vistas in migration, culture and society (pp. 85-86).

The editors of this good volume of theory and practice in migration scholarship would have done better to
include the theoretical vantage and empirical insight of colleagues such as Lawson and McHugh in promoting
conversation across social scientific disciplines about the study of migration.
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Indians, Merchants, and Markets: a Reinterpretation of the Repartimiento and Spanish-
Indian Economic Relations in Colonial Qaxaca, 1750-1821. By Jeremy Baskes. Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press (2000), 306 pp.

Reviewed by Jeffrey H. Cohen, Department of Anthropology, Pennsylvania State
University

Jeremy Baskes’s Indians, Merchants, and Markets is an excellent addition to the history of colonial Mexico.
His discussion of the colonial economy, Indian-Spanish relations and the role structure and meaning of the
repartimiento should be welcomed by historians and anthropologists alike.

Baskes uses the production, trade and export of cochineal (a red dye made from the dried body of the beetle
Dactylopius coccus, that grow on nopal cactus) as a lens through which to question long held assumptions about
colonial Mexico’s economy, the place of natives in that economy, and the role of the repartimiento. For the author,
the colonial economy is not an isolated system built upon the needs and desires of colonial rulers, rather, it is part of
a broad global trade network that brought cochineal dye (called grana) from native communities throughout rural
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