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Colin  Jerolmack  is  an  Assistant  Professor  at  New  York  University  
in  Sociology  and  Environmental  Studies.    He  is  the  author  of  The  
Global  Pigeon  (forthcoming)  and  an  alumnus  of  the  Robert  Wood  
Johnson  Foundation  Scholars  in  Health  Policy  Program  at  Harvard  
University.  

CRAFT:
you  for  taking  the  time  to  interview  with  us  today.

JEROLMACK:  Sure,  I’m  very  glad  to  be  here.

CRAFT:
like  to  know  more  about  your  transition  from  graduate  student  to  
the  job  market  and  then  to  a  faculty  position.    In  connection  with  
that,  do  you  have  any  advice  for  sociology  graduate  students   in  
this  dismal  economy?

JEROLMACK:  (laughs)  It  should  get  better.    I  was  in  some  ways  

time  that  I  got  a  post-­doc  to  go  to  Harvard  University.    What  that  has  
meant  in  terms  of  my  transition  is  that  I  have  not  had  to  immediately  
go  from  defending  in  the  spring  to  teaching  in  the  fall  and  all  of  the  
other  commitments  that  go  with  being  a  professor.    So  I  actually  
can’t  speak  to  that.    I  know  people  make  that  transition  all  the  time.    
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I  don’t  know  if  I  would  have  been  ready  for  it.    

publish,  publish—start  work  on   it   as  early  as  you  can.     For  me  
personally,  I  had  kind  of  a  strange  project.    I  knew  that  in  some  ways  
I  might  have  to  be  held  to  a  higher  standard  than  the  people  I  was  
competing  with  because  some  people  thought  my  project  wasn’t  
important.    As  soon  as  I  knew  what  my  dissertation  was,  I  carved  

wrote  four  articles  before  I  ever  wrote  a  chapter  as  a  chapter,  and  
I  got  them  out.    I  always  had  something  under  review,  though  they  
were  almost  always  getting  rejected.    I’ve  only  had  one  article  that  

times  but  still  wound  up  in  a  very  good  journal  in  the  end.    That  
meant  that  even  though  they  were  getting  rejected,  I  still  got  stuff  
sent  out  early  so  that  it  was  percolating,  and  I  was  getting  constant  
feedback  through  peer  review.    I  actually  delayed  going  out  to  the  

on  the  job  market,  but  I  wasn’t  happy  with  my  publication  record.    
I  also  had  some  stuff  under  review  that  I  was  praying  would  get  
accepted—and  it  did.    It  doesn’t  always  work  out  that  way,  and  I  
probably  still  would  have  gone  out  on  the  market  the  next  year  even  
if  it  didn’t  because  it  would  have  been  six  years,  and  I  felt  that  was  
enough,  and  I  was  paying  to  go  to  grad  school.    Thankfully,  I  had  
two  of  my  major  articles  accepted  and  then  come  out  during  the  
course  of  my  sixth  year,  so  then  when  I  went  on  the  market  all  of  a  
sudden  I  was  a  much  stronger  candidate  than  I  was  the  year  before  
because  of  having  an  article  in  Social  Problems  and  an  article  in  the  
American  Sociological  Review.    That  was  the  biggest  thing.    Any  
way  that  you  can  think  of  to  position  your  research  and  your  ideas  
so  that  you  are  trying  to  do  articles  early  on  is  great.    

Going  on  the  market…  it’s  stressful,  but  it  can  be  a  lot  of  fun  
if  you  actually  get  interviews.    As  a  graduate  student,  often  you  
are  just  so  caught  up  in  trying  to  do  your  own  thing  and  it’s  hard  
to  imagine  that  for  two  days  an  entire  department  will  focus  all  its  
energy  on  you.    I  found  it  to  be  exciting.    I  mean,  I  was  nervous,  
but  it  was  just  great.    I  never  felt  I  was  taken  that  seriously  as  a  
scholar  before.    The  talk  is  really  stressful,  but  at  the  same  time,  
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to   talk  about.     Regarding   the  12-­15  minute   format  of  American  
Sociological  Association  conference  presentations  and  those  other  
kinds  of  things,  I  always  felt  if  I  had  more  time  I  could  really  get  
my  point  across;;  so,  enjoy  the  job  market.    I  had  fun.    

Then,  I   transitioned  to  being  a  post-­doc.     It’s  great—I  work  
on  my  book  a  whole  lot.     The  post-­doc  is  funded  by  the  Robert  
Johnson  Foundation,  so  you’re  expected  to  do  something  related  to  
health  policy,  and  part  of  my  project  touches  on  our  fear,  response  
to,  and  surveillance  of  “zoonotic”  diseases  that  can  be  transmitted  
from  animals  to  humans.    I  was  able  to  continue  to  work  on  my  
own  project,  and  I  didn’t  have  to  go  off  on  a  whole  new  tangent.    If  
you  can  get  a  post-­doc,  that’s  great.    A  post-­doc  can  also  be  a  great  
way  for  people  who  don’t  have  a  lot  of  publications  to  get  another  
year  or  two  to  work  on  journal  articles.    The  transition  to  a  job  is  
“to  be  continued.”  I  haven’t  got  there  yet,  so  I’ll  have  to  let  you  
know.    I’m  glad  I’ve  had  this  nice  post-­doc  to  bridge  the  gap  and  
really  ease  that  transition.

CRAFT:  You  are  really  lucky  to  have  the  post-­doc.    Thank  you  for  
the  advice—publish,  publish,  publish.    It’s  valuable  information.    

describe  for  those  who  do  not  know  what  freeganism  is  and  how  
involved  you  are  or  were  in  the  movement  both  personally  and  as  
a  researcher?

JEROLMACK:  Sure.    Freegan  is  a  play  on  vegan.    A  vegan  is  
somebody  who  is  a  strict  vegetarian  and  uses  no  animal  products  
at  all—no  meat,  no  cheese,  no  yogurt,  no  dairy,  etc.    I’m  vegan.  

of  vegans  are  very  politically  active.    Many  of  them  are  left-­wing  
anarchists,  Marxists,  etc.,  so  a   lot  of  people  situate  being  vegan  
within  a  larger  project  that  they  may  be  involved  in,  trying  to  be  
as  anti-­consumerist  as  possible.     Basically,  a   lot  of  vegans  said,  
“Fine,  I  don’t  want  to  be  part  of  the  system  that  exploits  animals,  
but  at  the  same  time,  there’s  all  this  stuff  that’s  going  to  waste.”    A  
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lot  of  “punk  rockers”  are  involved  in  dumpster  diving.    You  go  to  
all  these  supermarkets  that  throw  out  great  food—food  that  really  
has  nothing  wrong  with  it—and  the  stores  actually  put  it  in  separate  

stuff  in  the  dumpster  that’s  not  necessarily  vegan?”    I  mean,  I’m  
purely  vegan  but  I  know  a  lot  of  people  who  will  eat  dairy  and  stuff  
they  get  from  the  trash  because  their  notion  is  “I’m  not  contributing  
to  exploitation—this   is   just  being   thrown  out.   I’m  not  buying  a  
product  that  now  the  store’s  going  to  replace.”    So  freeganism  kind  
of  comes  out  of  that.    It’s  now  become  a  very  broad  term  to  mean  
anybody  who’s  reusing  things  as  far  as  I  can  tell.  

  I  was  involved  with  a  collective  of  people  in  Brooklyn  who  
were  into  taking  old  bikes,  damaged  bikes,  any  bikes  that  people  
would  give  us,  and  remaking  them,  rebuilding  them,  and  making  
kind  of  freaky  bikes;;  we  would  cut  them  up  and  weld  them.    We  
would  have   events  where   people   could   come   ride   our   bikes.      I  
personally  didn’t  think  of  that  as  freeganism  but,  New  York  being  
New  York,  media  was  everywhere,  and  there  were  some  articles  
written  about  us  as  freegans  doing  this  bike  thing.    That’s  my  main  
involvement

  There  was   a  TV   show   in   France   that   did   something   on  
freegans  in  New  York,  and  I  was  contacted  by  the  chair  of  the  City  
University  of  New  York  who  wrote  me  “Hey,  don’t  you  do  stuff  
where  you  recycle  bikes  or  whatever?    These  people  are  looking  
for  some  people  to  talk  to.”    I  talked  to  them,  and  then,  that  lead  
to  this  article.    I  can’t  really  say  that  I’m  that  involved  on  a  day  to  
day  basis,  particularly  in  New  York,  and  I  never  researched  it  at  
all.    I  actually  refrained.    A  lot  of  people  asked,  “Why  don’t  you  
write  about  this  whole  bike  culture  in  New  York?”    I  refrained  from  
doing  that  because  I  just  wanted  to  do  something  new  that  didn’t  
directly  involve  my  personal  biography.

CRAFT:    It  seems  like  a  fairly  good  research  topic.    I  notice  there’s  

ORDNER:  I’d  like  to  continue  on  with  this  idea  of  having  people  
politically   active   in   certain   types   of   activities.     How   important  
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do   you   think   it   is   for   sociologists   to   be   active   in   social   and  
environmental  justice  causes?    Should  we  stand  back,  as  objective  
analysts,  and  describe  these  problems,  or  should  we  take  an  ethical  
stance  and  attempt  to  activate  change?    

JEROLMACK:

because   I,  personally,  don’t  see  a  clear  divide  between   the   two,  
and  I  often   think   that  I’m  impartial   to   the  motivations   that  may  
bring  a  person  to  do  the  work  that  they  do.    If  people  are  politically  
motivated  by  certain  causes,  and  this  is  their  passion,  and  this  is  why  
they  choose  the  topic  that  they  choose,  I  think  that’s  great.    If  other  
people  want  to  choose  a  topic  because  they  think  that  it  is  interesting  
or  because  there  is  a  gap  in  the  literature,  I  think  that’s  also  great.  

make  a  political  difference,  then,  there  are  better  avenues  available  
than  being  a  sociologist.     One  barrier  for   the  politically-­minded  
sociologist   has   to  do  with   the   academy’s   reward   structure.     We  
are  rewarded  for  publishing  empirically  rigorous  work  that  meets  
certain  criteria  that  are  somewhat  beyond  our  control,  such  as  peer  
review,  which  means   that   you  have   to   default   to   the  normative  
position  of   the  discipline  regardless  of  your  normative  stance.   I  
imagine  that  if  you  are  primarily  motivated  to  make  political  change,  

that  project  within  the  normative  framework  of  the  mainstream  of  
sociology.

One  of  the  things  I  see  is  this  continual  downward  pressure  to  
publish  and  be  professionalized  even  earlier.    Most  of  our  advisors  
did   not   publish   a   paper   in   graduate   school,   but   right   now,   you  
cannot   get   a   job  unless   you  publish   in   graduate   school.     Much  
earlier  on  we  are  faced  with  having  to  bend  our  work  into  what  
is  acceptable.    That’s  negative.    On  the  positive  side,  I  do  believe  
that  if  you  do  empirically  rigorous  work  that  people  who  do  other  
kinds  of  work  can  see  makes  a  contribution,  then  there  is  a  space  
for  your  work—even  if  the  topic  is  unusual,  like  my  research.    With  
that  said,  I  think  you  can  still  do  a  project  that  is  political  and  has  
political  aims,  but,  if  it  becomes  a  substitute  for  doing  empirically  


































