
biodiversity, the supply of new drugs and crop varieties will be
drastically reduced.

Who or what is to blame? It is fashionable in some academic
circles to accuse the Enlightenment. But Mgbeoji goes much fur-
ther back in time to point the finger squarely at Judeo-Christian
values. Mgbeoji makes a reasonably good case. Doubtless, a lot of
his criticisms are perfectly valid. But they are case unproven, and
also case overstated. The Book of Genesis does not give us carte
blanche to be environmentally destructive. Evidence suggests that
wiping out species and turning fertile landscapes into deserts has
gone on for millennia and among peoples who had to that time
never seen a Bible. These include the Maoris and Aboriginals,
whose holistic worldviews are praised by Mgbeoji. One might add
that mainly non-Christian China and India have their share of dark
satanic mills spewing out noxious substances. The notorious Three
Gorges Project in China was hardly inspired by Christianity or
Judaism. In fact, Mgbeoji romanticizes non-Western cultures (pp.
52–4) while throughout the book condemning the West, giving it
little credit for anything good. Even Greenpeace and Friends of the
Earth are inspired by Zen Buddhism (p. 60). The West is the source
of human rights as we understand them today, something not ac-
knowledged in this book. As for the phrase Christian racism (p. 57),
I would merely comment that Christian theology justifying racism
is bad theology and not at all Christian.

Overall, criticisms and a few factual errors aside, this is a solid,
thorough, and worthwhile contribution to a highly polarized de-
bate. Those on both sides of the barricades would benefit from
reading it, as would scholars from a number of disciplines who are
interested in what has become a very high-profile debate.

n n n

America’s Struggle for Same-Sex Marriage. By Daniel R. Pinello. New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2006. Pp. xiii1213. $55.00
cloth; $19.99 paper.

Reviewed by Kathleen E. Hull, University of Minnesota

The Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court’s ruling in Good-
ridge v. Department of Public Health in November 2003, finding a
right to marriage for same-sex couples, triggered a chain of highly
visible and dramatic developments in marriage law and politics. In
early 2004, after hearing President George W. Bush vow to protect
the sanctity of marriage in his State of the Union address, newly
elected San Francisco mayor Gavin Newsom took the bold step of

748 Book Reviews

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5893.2007.00319_5.x Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5893.2007.00319_5.x


having his city hall issue marriage licenses to same-sex couples.
Local authorities in several jurisdictions around the countryF
including Sandoval County in New Mexico, Multnomah County in
Oregon, and tiny New Paltz, New YorkFquickly followed suit.
These marriages were eventually voided by courts, but they further
dramatized the rights claims of same-sex couples. In May 2004,
Massachusetts began issuing marriage licenses to same-sex couples
residing in the state, and it remains the only state with legal same-
sex marriage. In reaction, 13 states passed constitutional amend-
ments banning same-sex marriage in late 2004, and some political
analysts concluded that these amendments helped galvanize social
conservative voters and secure President Bush’s re-election. Since
the 2004 elections, three more state supreme courts have ruled on
same-sex marriage rights, with two rejecting such claims (New
York and Washington) and one finding a right to the legal equiv-
alent of marriage (New Jersey). With court cases and amendment
battles pending in several other states, the end of the story of legal
same-sex marriage in the United States remains unwritten.

Daniel Pinello’s book America’s Struggle for Same-Sex Marriage
provides a carefully researched and clearly written account of the
legal and political events catalyzed by the Goodridge ruling. Using
information from 85 in-depth interviews with activists, government
officials, and ordinary same-sex couples, Pinello paints detailed
portraits of how the marriage battles unfolded in various locales.
The book begins with the somewhat quirky case of Sandoval
County, New Mexico, where a renegade Republican county clerk
issued 64 marriage licenses in one day, and later chapters docu-
ment more extensively the conflicts in Massachusetts, California,
Oregon, and New York. Pinello asserts that his case studies rep-
resent ‘‘a microcosm of the American legal and political universe’’
(p. 30), raising broader questions about the role and impact of
courts in a democratic society, the influence of interest groups, and
the interplay of policy initiative and political process. Pinello argues
that Goodridge and the ensuing events will prove highly significant
in historical terms, and he expresses confidence (as a same-sex
marriage supporter) that the long-term progress set in motion by
Goodridge will ultimately outweigh the short-term backlash it so
obviously provoked.

This book has considerable strengths, including access to key
players in same-sex marriage contests at the local and national
levels, a writing style that is relatively free of social science jargon,
and a willingness to let informants speak for themselves at some
length, which sometimes produces fascinating nuggets of informa-
tion and insight. Some of the more striking observations come
from people involved in the month-long ‘‘Winter of Love’’ in
February–March 2004, when San Francisco City Hall issued
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marriage licenses to more than 4,000 same-sex couples. Pinello’s
informants provide compelling accounts of the intensity of emotion
and the sense of solemn significance that characterized this milieu,
in contrast to the media’s tendency to depict the events in carni-
valesque terms. Also striking are the same-sex couple informants
who recount how, contrary to their expectations, the experience of
legal marriage deeply changed their own sense of their relation-
ships. The interviews with activists fighting for same-sex marriage
often belie the right-wing canard of a highly coordinated and cen-
tralized ‘‘gay agenda,’’ as some activists describe how legal and
political developments unfolded quickly and haphazardly. Kate
Kendell, director of the National Center for Lesbian Rights, re-
counts being called by a staffer for Mayor Newsom shortly before
he started issuing licenses to same-sex couples and gradually com-
ing to the realization that the purpose of the call was not to consult
with her on strategy, but simply to give her a heads-up on what was
about to occur (pp. 76–7). And Roey Thorpe, director of the gay
rights group Basic Rights Oregon, recalls how the marriages in San
Francisco upended her organization’s carefully developed plans to
pursue marriage licenses later that year: ‘‘There were so many
forces from so many different angles that it felt like we were both
moving things forward and caught almost in this stampede. It was
like the running of the bulls’’ (p. 107). Pinello also lets activists
opposing same-sex marriage have their say, and some readers will
wince at their disingenuous claims that they harbor no hostility
toward gay people and that same-sex couples can access all the
rights and benefits of marriage through other legal means.

Pinello’s book is valuable for providing detailed documentation
of the fast-moving recent events related to same-sex marriage, and
for recounting these stories in a highly accessible manner. The
book is probably most appropriate for undergraduate readers and
for members of the general public seeking insider accounts of the
politics of same-sex marriage; it will hold less appeal for more
advanced sociolegal scholars. The author uses extensive block
quotes from his interviews but often adds little analysis or inter-
pretation to the words of his informants, giving the book a more
journalistic than scholarly tone. When Pinello returns in the con-
cluding chapter to some of the theoretical issues identified at the
start of the book, concerning the role and impact of courts and
interest groups, he has not built the foundation for the argument
he wants to make. Pinello concludes that Goodridge and the ensuing
events demonstrate that courts offer more than a ‘‘hollow hope’’
of social justice (Rosenberg 1991), as these events show how a
key ruling can reframe the terms of political debate and spur
both ordinary citizens and entrenched interest groups to political
action with a long-run positive outcome. But this argument is not
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systematically developed over the course of the book, and it seems
too early in the American saga of same-sex marriage to draw such
an unambiguous conclusion.
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Managing Elites: Professional Socialization in Law and Business
Schools. By Debra Schleef. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield,
2006. Pp. vii1243. $75.00 cloth; $26.95 paper.

Reviewed by Robert Granfield, State University of New York, Buffalo

Much of the scholarship on legal education has sought to articulate
how professional training in law school reproduces dominant ideas
about existing social relations. Several researchers have been oc-
cupied with the power of the capitalist marketplace and the ex-
pansion of large law firms in relation to the idealism of law
students. Not surprisingly, much of this research tends to focus on
the fate of public interest idealism in law school. Missing from
much of this work is a systematic analysis of how social class priv-
ilege, not just professional dominance, is reproduced within pro-
fessional socialization. While the reproduction of social class
privilege is implicit in much of the work on professional socializa-
tion, including my own, the bulk of this work has not been as
attentive to the subject of social class reproduction as it perhaps
could have. Herein lie the contributions of Debra Schleef ’s new
book on professional socialization in law school and business
school. In this book, Schleef presents an analysis of the formation
of elites in which she investigates how these ‘‘elites-in-training con-
test, rationalize, and ultimately enthusiastically embrace their dom-
inant positions in society’’ (p. 4).

Data for Schleef ’s study are drawn from randomly selected law
and business students entering ‘‘Graham University’’ (a large elite
and highly selective private university) in 1992. Interviews were
conducted with 37 law students and 42 business students during
their first year. Eighty-five percent of these respondents were re-
interviewed in their second year of training. She also interviewed
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