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This morning over breakfast I read the “Science Times” 

section of the New York Times, which was devoted almost 

entirely to articles under the banner “Wired Well”—or as an 

accompanying headline rather gender-unneutrally put it, “The 

Monitored Man.” There I learned about mobile apps paired 

with wearable devices that would allow me to track my daily 

activity levels, monitor my sleep patterns, record the intensity 

of my dog’s exercise, and assess the nutritional content of each 

forkful of food. In effect, these article offered to induct me into 

a transformed relationship to my own embodied experience that 

others have termed the “quantified self” movement. I call them 

“articles,” yet they read more like product reviews or, simply, 

advertising plugs—indeed, full-page ads for some of the same 

app/gadget combos appeared more-or-less alongside the pieces 

that promoted them. While some of the articles touched on 

the practical limitations of the technology—What if the devices 

underestimate the true amount of physical activity the wearer 

engages in?—none of them reflected deeply on why or whether 

people might want to track with numerical precision their 

various diurnal or nocturnal habits, or investigated which groups 

of people in our society are most or least inclined to do so, or 

bothered to wonder what it means to live in a world that affords, 

or encourages, such opportunities. 

In short, the Times’ rather superficial take on a fascinating 

technoscientific development reminded me how much I value the 

work being done in STS, where the technological engagements 

of our cyborg present are neither romanticized nor shunned but 

rather analyzed, and where the enmeshing of the individual in 

new regimes of risk, responsibility, and calculation is treated as 
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a vital opportunity to learn about the changing moral, political, and economic foundations of contemporary 

social life. I am committed to advancing the work of our section because I’m convinced we have such an 

important role to play in promoting critical thinking about issues of just this sort.

With that agenda for the SKAT section in mind, I want to thank those who have helped ensure an 

intellectually stimulating set of panels in San Francisco in August. Andy Lakoff has put together an invited 

session on “valuation” that will feature cutting-edge STS scholarship in the sociology of worth, while Sydney 

Halpern and Kelly Moore have invited a great line-up of speakers on the topic of morality and science. 

Meanwhile, Ben Sims has composed an open-submission session on “big data,” while James Evans has been 

responsible for choosing papers for our open session (any topic in science, knowledge, and technology 

studies). Finally, Scott Frickel is organizing our session roundtables, which will be held during the first half of 

the conference time slot that will also include our section’s business meeting. In San Francisco our section 

will also be hosting a special professionalization event on navigating the sociology/STS job market, with a 

range of panelists at different career stages offering their expertise and taking questions.

One timely reminder, before I close: Please cast your ballot! We have an excellent slate of candidates 

running for Secretary-Treasurer and for Council in the election to be held shortly. In addition, the Council has 

proposed an amendment to our bylaws that will reduce the burden on graduate student members of Council 

by shortening their terms from three years to two. 

Best wishes to all for a happy spring! My next Chair’s Column will be in the Summer issue of the newsletter 

on August 1, on the eve of the annual meeting. (I’m not aware of any wearable devices to track physical or 

cognitive activity at the ASA, but perhaps one will be invented in time for our publication committee to 

profile in the Summer issue!) I look forward in the meantime to hearing from you by email with any thoughts 

or suggestions you might have about improving our section.
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Chair’s Column: Steven Epstein

Still Wanted: Webmaster
The SKAT section continues to be in need of an individual who would serve on the Publications 

committee and take over the task of managing the section’s website. It is crucial for the section 

to maintain an effective web presence, and this would constitute very important service to the 

section. If you think you might be interested and you have relevant skills, please contact the 

Publications committee chair, Elizabeth Sweeney (ElizabethSweeney@comcast.net).

mailto:ElizabethSweeney@comcast.net
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Q&A: Sociology of Knowledge

Much of the energy of the SKAT section is focused on the “S” and “T” – science and technology. But exciting work 

is also being done on “K” – the sociology of knowledge. The Q&A below asks four innovative scholars whose work 

contributes to the sociology of knowledge what they see for the future of this part of the discipline.

Marion Fourcade is professor of sociology at the University of California, 

Berkeley. Her book Economists and Societies (Princeton University Press, 2009), 

won, among several other honors, ASA’s Distinguished Book Award and 4S’s 

Ludwik Fleck Prize. She has published broadly on the sociology of valuation, 

classification, and morality, and her book in progress is tentatively titled Measure 

for Measure: Social Ontologies of Classification.

Jerry Jacobs is professor of sociology at the University of Pennsylvania. His 

book In Defense of Disciplines: Interdisciplinarity, Specialization and the Research 

University was published in 2013 by the University of Chicago Press, and he has 

published four other books and seventy-five articles primarily in the areas of work 

and gender, as well as receiving  numerous honors for that work. He is a past 

editor of the American Sociological Review.

Neil Gross is professor of sociology at the University of British Columbia. 

His book Why Are Professors Liberal and Why Do Conservatives Care? was 

published by Harvard University Press in 2013, and he is co-editor of Professors 

and Their Politics, which will be published by Johns Hopkins University Press 

later this year. His work has ranged broadly across the sociology of ideas and 

academic life, and he is the editor of Sociological Theory.

Owen Whooley is assistant professor of sociology at the University of New 

Mexico. His book, Knowledge in the Time of Cholera: The Struggle over American 

Medicine in the Nineteenth Century, was published by the University of Chicago 

Press in 2013, and he has published in journals ranging from Social Forces to 

Qualitative Sociology to the Sociology of Health & Illness. He is a past winner of 

SKAT’s Hacker-Mullins award.

(continued)
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Fourcade: For me the “knowledge” in the “sociology of knowledge” refers, by and large, to the 

knowledge of the everyday world. To put it simply: how do we know what we know? How do we 

think what we think? Why do we act the way we do? This opens up a vast intellectual territory, 

of course, from the philosophy of language to the anthropology of the body to the sociology of 

culture to the history of the state, and much more. So there is a lot that is exciting. There is a 

lot, also, that is not new. Or rather, the exciting “newness” of the sociology of knowledge today 

may come from the rediscovery of a literature that had been “unlearned” because intellectual 

fashions went elsewhere; or from the re-reading of well-known works through a new lens –In some 

ways, the canon in the “sociology of culture” is now being rediscovered as “sociology of 

knowledge”. (So perhaps the K in SKAT could allow a colonialist claim on the intellectual 

territory of the culture section?) In any event, culture’s recent emphasis on cognition 

(e.g., Vaisey) suggests this kind of reorientation and convergence, as does the revival of 

a theoretically-oriented microsociology (e.g., Tavory). I think this is a good thing. My own 

obsession is with the origins and performative effects of classifications and categories 

– a very traditional question (and very French! – think Durkheim, Bourdieu, Foucault, 

Boltanski for starters). But I try to approach it through a more STS angle, via the 

technologies that are lodged at the core of these classificatory regimes. And as always, through 

cross-national comparisons. We’ll see where that goes. There is a beautiful book by historian John 

Carson, The Measure of Merit, which provides a wonderful illustration of the kinds of complex 

dynamics I find so interesting –between political culture, technology, and the performance of a 

particular social order. 

Gross: Some of the questions I find most exciting right now aren’t new, but are being raised in 

contemporary public and scientific discourse with an intensity not seen for some time. These are 

questions about the role of value commitments, identity, and social group membership in shaping 

the work practices and ideational products of knowledge producers—intellectuals, scientists, 

journalists, and others. In public debates over environmental science and austerity economics, in 

debates internal to the scientific field over replication, and elsewhere, we are witnessing today 

challenges to ideals of objectivity and scientific rationality not seen on a large scale since the 

1970s. Urgently needed is an understanding of where these challenges are coming from, what they 

mean for public trust in the knowledge enterprise, and the extent to which knowledge producers 

in various settings actually strive toward universalism and disinterestedness.

Jacobs: Universities in the US are facing many challenges today, in terms of funding, access and 

mission. But perhaps most fundamental is a broad effort to reconsider the role of the liberal arts 

disciplines, which have been a basic building block of the post-World War II research university. 

(continued)

What questions about knowledge do you find particularly new, important, or exciting at the present?

Q&A: 
Sociology of 

Knowledge
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Whooley: An exciting development in the sociology of knowledge is the burgeoning research that attends 

to issues of epistemology from a sociological perspective.  Discussion of epistemology within philosophy 

remains a largely normative and abstract endeavor; a sociological approach takes up epistemologies as 

objects of empirical analyses in their own right, examining the social processes by which epistemological 

standards and norms emerge and are maintained.  Epistemological questions (i.e. what is nature of truth? 

How can knowledge be achieved?) are being properly treated as social problems that must be negotiated 

and resolved in practice.  Spanning multiple sociological subfields, this research explores the epistemic 

dimensions of a fascinating array of case studies: the decision-making processes of internal review boards 

(Mallard, Lamont, and Guetzkow, 2009), the causes of airplane engineering accidents (Downer 2011), the 

global financial crisis (MacKenzie 2011), the classification of French wines (Fourcade 2012), and the mysterious 

collapse of bee colonies (Suryanarayanan and Kleinman 2013), to name a few.

Q&A: Sociology of Knowledge

(continued)

How is your own work currently engaging with these themes?

Fourcade: My past and current work focuses on the institutional scaffolding of knowledge –

the myriad of ways through which institutions sustain the formation of particular judgments, 

representations, arguments on the one hand, and the use of instruments, or techniques, metrics 

on the other. My earlier work (Economists and Societies, 2009) approached this question from a 

very macro-sociological angle, looking at systems of higher education and public administration as 

sources of practical, intellectual and political entanglements that, in the long run, fashioned different 

trajectories for the discipline and profession of economics across nations. My more recent work tries 

to grapple with these questions at a much finer level of detail. So my current research investigates 

how systems of expert/scientific knowledge supply categories of thought – not only directly through 

discourse but also, and primarily, through metrological and valuation engines that are themselves 

deeply embedded in “the world as we know it.” This provides an opportunity not only to make the 

classical sociology of knowledge speak to the STS literature, but also to raise the theoretical stakes 

by showing the consequences of these systems on people’s experience of the world, and practical 

engagement with it. Empirically, I have been pursuing these questions through a series of studies 

on wine classifications, the economic valuation of nature, and credit markets (the latter with Kieran 

Healy).

Gross: I touch on some of these matters in my research on professors and their political 

commitments—in my book Why Are Professors Liberal and Why Do Conservatives Care? and in a 

forthcoming edited volume (with Solon Simmons) titled Professors and Their Politics. I’m trying to 

address faith in science with a new research project I’m launching: an interview-based study of left-

right differences in scientific attitudes and understanding among members of the American public. 

Jacobs: In my new book, In Defense of Disciplines, I critically assess the trend toward 
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interdisciplinarity. I maintain that the established disciplines have been broad, porous and dynamic. Research 

universities combine discipline-based hiring and teaching with a large number of interdisciplinarity institutes 

and research centers. Since the Second World War, this hybrid form has been a remarkably successful 

engine for advancing research and scholarship. As I see it, interdisciplinary programs themselves depend on 

strong disciplines.

And I raise questions about whether the diverse forms of interdisciplinarity are likely to achieve the goal 

of “integrating” knowledge, since interdisciplinary research domains are often quite narrow in scope. 

Paradoxically, the most successful interdisciplinary fields quickly revert to the same forms as disciplines: they 

develop their own journals, scholarly associations, national meetings, and before long, they become divided 

into their own sub-specialties. 

Whooley: My research examines the distinct dynamics of epistemological politics, specifically as they relate 

to the medical professions. My book, Knowledge in the Time of Cholera (University of Chicago Press 2013), 

demonstrates how the modern American medical profession emerged out of an intellectual crisis produced 

by recurrent cholera epidemics in the 19th century and the “epistemic contest” over medical knowledge 

between medical sects that followed in their wake.  

Q&A: Sociology of Knowledge

Point us to a recent piece of work relevant to the sociology of knowledge that you think deserves 

more attention, and tell us why.

Fourcade: A few years ago I was asked to comment on a set of articles submitted to Qualitative 

Sociology for a special issue on “knowledge in practice” edited by Claudio Benzecry and Monika 

Krause (2010, volume 33). I was deeply impressed with the quality of those papers as a group, even 

though they took up the thematic challenge from very different angles, from the very micro to the 

very macro, from the sensuous to the discursive, from the pre-reflexive to the most analytical, from 

disciplining the self to fighting over the politics of numbers. The whole special issue is terrific I think, 

both the symposium and the stand-alone paper by Thomas Medvetz that completes it. It gives a 

wonderful overview of the possibilities open to us. More importantly, the issue came out of the Junior 

Theorists Symposium, and these are all papers by young scholars, including Owen in this symposium –

another good reason to recommend them: we get a sense of what the next generation is up to. 

And since I was given a chance, I cannot end without citing one of my favorite articles, even though it is 

old news by now: John Levi Martin, “What do animals do all day?” Poetics 1999. It’s a piece about how 

a particular series of American picture books taught children about relevant differences in society– 

gender roles, the division of labor, and class-based bodily hexis. This piece is an analytical tour-de-

force, with a brilliant and deeply entertaining (or too playful for its own good?) empirical illustration. 

I would recommend it to anyone. But especially to those people in SKAT who have been mostly 

concerned with the S and the T, and want to see how the K might be made to fit into their world. 

(continued)



S K A T OLOGY

7

Q&A: Sociology of Knowledge

Gross: I am a fan of Tom Medvetz’s book Think Tanks in America, and sing its praises whenever I can. 

One of the things I appreciate about the book is that it draws on Bourdieu without being afraid to make 

creative modifications to the Bourdieusian theoretical approach. For example, Medvetz’s terrific chapter 

on “the crystallization of the space of think tanks” begins from the notion, developed by Gil Eyal but with 

Bourdieusian roots, that expertise can be conceived as existing in a two-dimensional space defined vertically 

by public engagement or disengagement and horizontally by dependence/heteronomy or independence/

autonomy. Eyal, for his part, puts this idea into motion by conceiving of the space as a “field of expertise” 

in which experts with different forms of capital struggle with one another for authority. Medvetz further 

develops and then applies the theory by arguing that think tanks took on their modern form in the late 1960s 

and early 1970s as two groups of actors occupying structurally equivalent positions in this field as it existed 

in the American context—“conservative activist experts” and “New Left activist experts”—went to battle with 

various kinds of technocratic experts and entities both inside and outside the state, in so doing reshaping 

the field and giving birth to new types of organizations. This claim then sets up Medvetz’s rich analysis, in the 

subsequent chapter, of how practices of knowledge production around policy research in think tanks emerge 

as part of “a game of gathering, balancing, and assembling various institutionalized resources or forms of 

capital.” Key here is that “think tanks must actively signal both their autonomy (or cognitive independence) 

and their heteronomy (or their dependence on clients for resources and recognition.)” Think tanks are, in this 

way and in others, “interstitial institutions.” These all seem to me very productive moves—especially when 

then linked, later in the book, to an illustration of how this balancing act, and the structural transformations 

that underpinned it, played out in debates over poverty and welfare in the 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s. 

Jacobs: I have been fortunate to be working on these issues when so much other interesting research is 

underway or recently completed. I have benefited from the publications of (and/or conversations with) 

Elizabeth Popp Berman, Michele Lamont, Scott Frickel, Erin Leahy, Mathieu Albert, Aaron Panofsky, and 

Laurel Smith-Doerr, among many others. In terms of research in progress, Steve Brint’s institutional analyses 

of higher education and Harvey Graff’s work on historical comparisons of disciplines and interdisciplinary 

forms are likely to keep the conversation moving forward. 

Whooley: Given its subject matter, I worry that sociologists of science may have missed Andreas Glaser’s 

groundbreaking book, Political Epistemics (University of Chicago Press 2011). This in-depth analysis of the 

East German secret police offers an epistemic account of the failures of socialism.  Another book to be on 

the lookout for is Gabriel Abend’s The Moral Background: An Inquiry into the History of Business Ethics 

(Princeton University Press, March 2014), a novel history of business ethics that focuses on the deep, 

background assumptions that shape moral thought. 
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Intersectionality:
An Interview with Patrick Grzanka

In their second column, Dan Morrison interviews Patrick 

Grzanka about his new book, Intersectionality: A 

Foundations and Frontiers Reader. Grzanka’s text collects 

classic and contemporary writing on intersectionality and 

reflects on the field’s multidisciplinary impact. In their 

conversation below, they discuss the relationship between 

intersectionality and SKAT-related fields, in particular.

Morrison: Editing a reader on intersectionality has to be 

a complex challenge. Why did you decide to take on this 

project, and what need(s) do you see the text filling?

Grzanka: I was fortunate to be approached by Westview in 

spring 2012 about this project. The acquisitions editor for 

sociology had been shopping around an intersectionality 

project for some time, and she thought I might be the person 

to get it done. Intersectionality is becoming an indispensable 

part of curricula in the social sciences, and there are few 

books that tackle it with primary sources, original content, 

multidisciplinary scope, and a level of sophistication appropriate for advanced undergraduates and graduate 

students. She had initially proposed a textbook, but I was definitely not interested in that – I never teach with 

textbooks and the last one I used was probably in meteorology class during my sophomore year of college. 

But when I mentioned that I would be much more open to developing a reader, we got the ball rolling. 

I was heading into a summer of grant applications and manuscript writing, but I had enough time to knock 

out a proposal. I spent several weeks talking to friends in the field about what they thought a good book on 

intersectionality would look like. I asked colleagues and trusted advisors questions such as: What is missing 

in the existing literature? What do you think are the most important foundational works in intersectionality 

with which people might be unfamiliar? Where is the most innovative research, teaching, and activism 

happening that extends intersectionality in and beyond the race-class-gender paradigm? In teaching a course 

on these issues, what are the essentials of intersectionality that you just can’t live without? What would make 

this book valuable to you as a researcher, as well as an instructor? I knew I wanted to the book to be richly 

interdisciplinary, so I contacted folks from across the disciplines: media studies, museum studies, psychology, 

digital humanities, political science, women’s studies, Black studies, etc. Their responses helped me think 

through the challenges of developing this ambitious project with a unique, targeted focus.

(continued)
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In tracing the “story” of intersectionality for the book, I drew upon my interdisciplinary 

training so as to avoid artificially or arbitrarily limiting the history, present, and future 

of intersectionality to one discipline or field, such as sociology or critical legal studies. 

I was inspired by Kathy Davis’s (2008) now widely cited work on intersectionality, in 

which she takes a sociology-of-knowledge approach to thinking about how portable 

and labile intersectionality has been in its various travels across the disciplines. 

Unlike the various texts that foreground a particular “area,” “problem,” or subfield 

(e.g., intersectionality and sexuality, intersectional approaches to public policy), I 

wanted to tell a number of overlapping, contingent, and contested genealogies of 

intersectionality’s development in multiple sites. As I constructed each of 10 units, 

I organized the book around key areas of social scientific (and, to a lesser extent, 

humanistic) inquiry, and selected readings that foreground the origins of the field and 

some of its leading advocates and critics. 

In selecting foundational works from some of the biggest names in the field, such as 

Patricia Hill Collins, Kimberlé Williams Crenshaw, and Chandra Talpade Mohanty, I 

tried to identify excerpts that might be somewhat lesser known or less commonly 

read/cited. In that sense, the book introduces the “classics” of the field at a somewhat 

oblique angle, working to illuminate key concepts with a fresh perspective. Charting 

the “frontiers” was equally exciting, because I got to dive into recent scholarship the 

pushes the field forward in a variety of methodological, practical, and theoretical ways. 

For example, some scholars say we need to throw out the “intersection” metaphor, 

some think intersectionality belongs in disciplines, and others think it’s fundamentally 

interdisciplinary. These are important conversations to have at the introductory or 

advanced level, and I think these tensions are the real value-added of the book.

(continued)

Interview 
with Patrick 

Grzanka

Morrison: Your book includes sections on law, epistemology, identities, geographies, 

culture and representation, violence, resistance and activism, nations, politics, STS, 

and methods. What role do you see STS playing, specifically, in the development of 

intersectionality as an intellectual practice?

Grzanka: The unit on STS represents some of my ongoing thinking about the 

place(s) of intersectionality in STS, medical sociology, and the sociology of scientific 

knowledge (and vice versa). Intersectionality’s formal uptake in STS proper is quite 

limited, but if you extend the boundaries of what constitutes STS to include a wide 

range of critical approaches to science, technology, and medicine and expand the 

limits of intersectionality to include multifarious methodologies that conceptualize 

dimensions of inequality as relative and co-constitutive (as Cho, Crenshaw, & McCall 
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[2013] and Dill & Kohlman [2011] have recently suggested), then the picture is a bit 

more complex. If we examine some of the most influential scholars in the history, 

sociology, and anthropology of science and medicine (e.g., Somerville, Duster, Fausto-

Sterling, Clarke) alongside contemporary scholars whose work centers the inequalities 

produced through and by modern technoscience (e.g., Shim, Bridges, Nelson, 

Takeshita), I think we find an emergent intersectional STS project with some truly 

radical potential. I would not yet go so far as to say that STS has historically moved 

intersectionality foreword as a paradigm or an intellectual-activist project, but I think 

we’re on the precipice of something quite exciting and important in critical STS. At 

stake is what kinds of knowledge production and practices are illuminated by an STS 

lens that foregrounds intersectional dynamics in the production and deployment of 

technoscience, health, and illness rather than one that simply considers inequalities 

to be the unintended consequences of scientific and technological innovations. I’ve 

been thinking through these issues with a number of colleagues, including Jenny Brian 

(Arizona State), Laura Mamo (San Francisco State), and Jennifer Fishman (McGill), as 

well as Kelly Joyce (Drexel) and Rajani Bhatia (Albany-SUNY). The STS unit of my book 

is one of my favorites, because I think it showcases genuinely innovative projects and 

represents some of the theory building that I am trying to do in the book.

(continued)

Interview 
with Patrick 

Grzanka

Morrison: You wrote a general introduction as well as essays that lead each section of 

the book. What can readers learn about your own work on intersectionality through 

these essays, and through your organization of the text?

Grzanka: I think the book is very “me” insomuch as the stories that are woven 

throughout the approximately 380 pages represent my investments as a scholar-

teacher-activist. In both my original writing and the selection of the excerpts, I think 

you can find reflections of my research program and training. I have always been 

concerned with the role that place plays in the production of inequality, so I gave 

geographies and communities their own unit. My work sits at the space where sociology 

and psychology meet (or crash, even), so there are somewhat more sociologists and 

psychologists in the book than scholars from other disciplines. But there are also some 

key texts that have transformed cultural, ethnic, and American studies but have made 

less of an impact in the traditional social sciences, such as Kandice Chuh’s Imagine 

Otherwise and Lisa Lowe’s Immigrant Acts; I think I show my interdisciplinary roots 

by including them here and introducing them to new audiences whom I hope will find 

value in these humanities-based projects. Furthermore, most of my scholarship is firmly 

rooted in a critique of neoliberalism and its consequences across diverse social worlds, 
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including science and everyday life, so neoliberalism serves as the background for 

many of the featured case studies.

Finally, my general introduction situates the book but also seeks to provoke questions 

about the objectives of intersectionality, and I use the term “objectives” quite 

purposefully. In writing and editing this book, I came to wrestle with the purpose 

of intersectionality as an intervention – not merely as a heuristic, method, and/or 

theory. In this sense, the book asks: what’s the point of intersectionality? The book 

probes the extant literature to explore how scholars have tackled the pragmatics 

and ethics of scholar-activism alongside their commitments to more accurate, just 

accounts of the empirical universe. It is in the contested terrain of empirical reality 

where I get at the second meaning of objective: what happens to objectivity if we 

render it intersectionally? What does intersectional objectivity look like? Is such a 

kind of objectivity even possible? Both my introductory essay and Bonnie Thornton 

Dill’s epilogue embrace the complexities and contradictions that inevitably manifest 

when trying to link radical social and cultural theories, political pragmatism, and 

critical accounts of reality. In many ways, I think that this part of the book may be of 

the greatest interest to SKAT section members. It’s not that I’m the first person to ask 

these questions about knowledge, politics, and objectivity, of course, but these tend 

to be the kind of questions that those of us who do social justice-focused scholarship 

really care about. I think intersectionality sheds new light on these questions – and may 

provide some tentative answers.

Interview 
with Patrick 

Grzanka

Morrison: Is there anything about the book that you would change now that it is in 

print? 

Grzanka: I wish I had another 100-200 pages! That will have to wait until the second 

edition, though. Rather than speculate on what’s missing or what could be better, I 

am going to leave most of that up to my readers. I welcome feedback from scholars 

who use the book with students and/or in their own research, and I look forward to 

hopefully getting to work soon on the next edition. That’s one of the most fascinating 

things about working in such an emergent, dynamic field: things are always changing, so 

there will always be something to improve and elaborate in this book.

(continued)
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UPDATE: SKAT Professionalization Event:  
Navigating the Sociology/STS Job Market

The professionalization event scheduled for the upcoming ASA Annual Meeting in San Francisco will be 

held on August 18 from 4:30pm to 6:00pm at the Center for Research and Education on Gender and 

Sexuality, an approximately 5-7 minute walk from the ASA conference location.  Organized by SKAT’s Men-

toring/Socialization Committee, this professionalization event is geared towards graduate students with a 

focus on navigating the Sociology/STS job market. A panel of professors and non-academic professionals, 

such as consultants and researchers, from sociology/STS fields will address such topics as developing strong 

publication and teaching records; navigating the sociology versus interdisciplinary spectrum of departments 

and positions; securing post-doctoral positions, international positions, or applied positions; and preparing 

for job interviews, to name a few.  We will provide the names of the panelists in the next newsletter.  

Upcoming  
2014 Elections

The 2014 round of ASA elections is 

around the corner with ballots being 

sent out in April.  SKAT members will be 

electing a new secretary-treasurer and 

two council members for terms to begin 

immediately following the 2014 meetings.  

Remember to get out there and vote!

The following is a list of candidates running 

for these offices:

Secretary-Treasurer (3-Year Term): 

Jennifer Fishman, McGill University 

Amit Prasad, University of  

Missouri-Columbia

Council Members (3-Year Term): 

Alexander Stingl, Drexel University 

Mary Frank Fox, Georgia Institute of 

Technology 

Laura Stark, Vanderbilt University 

Janet Vertesi, Princeton University

Bylaws Change

These elections will also include a ballot initiative 

to amend the section bylaws.  As discussed at 

the 2013 SKAT Business Meeting, the SKAT Council 

proposes to reduce the terms of graduate student 

members of Council from three years to two in order 

to allow more graduate students the opportunity to 

serve in these positions.  Although our bylaws specify 

that there should be “at least one” graduate student 

on Council, the practice has been to elect two. 

Therefore we propose to stagger the terms of the 

two student members. The terms of our two current 

graduate student Council members both expire in 

2015. As a transitional step, we propose in 2014-15 to 

elect one graduate student to a three-year term and 

one to a two-year term. Then, beginning with the 2016-

17 election, we will always elect graduate students to 

two-year terms.  These changes will take effect upon 

passage of this ballot initiative.
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Abend, Gabriel. 2014. The Moral Background: An Inquiry into the History of Business Ethics. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press.

In recent years, many disciplines have become interested in the scientific 

study of morality. However, a conceptual framework for this work is still 

lacking. In The Moral Background, Gabriel Abend develops just such a 

framework and uses it to investigate the history of business ethics in the 

United States from the 1850s to the 1930s. According to Abend, morality 

consists of three levels: moral and immoral behavior, or the behavioral level; 

moral understandings and norms, or the normative level; and the moral 

background, which includes what moral concepts exist in a society, what 

moral methods can be used, what reasons can be given, and what objects 

can be morally evaluated at all. This background underlies the behavioral 

and normative levels; it supports, facilitates, and enables them. Through 

this perspective, Abend historically examines the work of numerous business ethicists and organizations-

-such as Protestant ministers, business associations, and business schools--and identifies two types of 

moral background. “Standards of Practice” is characterized by its scientific worldview, moral relativism, 

and emphasis on individuals’ actions and decisions. The “Christian Merchant” type is characterized by its 

Christian worldview, moral objectivism, and conception of a person’s life as a unity. The Moral Background 

offers both an original account of the history of business ethics and a novel framework for understanding and 

investigating morality in general.

Jacobs, Jerry A. 2013. In Defense of Disciplines: Interdisciplinarity and Specialization in the Research 

University. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Calls for closer connections among disciplines can be heard throughout the 

world of scholarly research, from major universities to the National Institutes 

of Health. In Defense of Disciplines presents a fresh and daring analysis of 

the argument surrounding interdisciplinarity. Challenging the belief that 

blurring the boundaries between traditional academic fields promotes more 

integrated research and effective teaching, Jerry Jacobs contends that the 

promise of interdisciplinarity is illusory and that critiques of established 

disciplines are often overstated and misplaced. Drawing on diverse sources 

of data, Jacobs offers a new theory of liberal arts disciplines such as 

biology, economics, and history that identifies the organizational sources 

of their dynamism and breadth. Illustrating his thesis with a wide range of 

case studies including the diffusion of ideas between fields, the creation of 

interdisciplinary scholarly journals, and the rise of new fields that spin off from existing ones, Jacobs turns 

(continued)
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many of the criticisms of disciplines on their heads to mount a powerful defense of the enduring value of 

liberal arts disciplines. This will become one of the anchors of the case against interdisciplinarity for years to 

come.

McInerney, Paul-Brian. 2014. From Social Movement to Moral Market: How the Circuit Riders Sparked an 

IT Revolution and Created a Technology Market. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

In From Social Movement to Moral Market, Paul-Brian McInerney explores 

what happens when a movement of activists gives way to a market for 

entrepreneurs. This book explains the transition by tracing the brief and 

colorful history of the Circuit Riders, a group of activists who sought to 

lead nonprofits across the digital divide. In a single decade, this movement 

spawned a market for technology assistance providers, dedicated to serving 

nonprofit organizations. In contrast to the Circuit Riders’ grassroots approach, 

which was rooted in their commitment to a cause, these consultancies sprung 

up as social enterprises, blending the values of the nonprofit sector with the 

economic principles of for-profit businesses. Through a historical-institutional 

analysis, this narrative shows how the values of a movement remain intact 

even as entrepreneurs displace activists. While the Circuit Riders serve 

as a rich core example in the book, McInerney’s findings speak to similar 

processes in other “moral markets,” such as organic food, exploring how the evolution from movement to 

market impacts activists and enterprises alike.

Campbell, John L. and Ove K. Pedersen.  2014.  The National Origins of Policy Ideas: Knowledge Regimes 

in the United States, France, Germany, and Denmark. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

In politics, ideas matter. They provide the foundation for economic 

policymaking that in turn shapes what is possible in domestic and 

international politics. Yet until now, little attention has been paid to how 

these ideas are produced and disseminated, and how this process varies 

between countries. The National Origins of Policy Ideas provides the first 

comparative analysis of how “knowledge regimes”—communities of policy 

research organizations like think tanks, political party foundations, ad hoc 

commissions and state research offices, and the institutions that govern 

them—generate ideas and communicate them to policymakers.  John 

Campbell and Ove Pedersen examine how knowledge regimes are organized, 

operate, and have changed over the last thirty years in the United States, 

France, Germany, and Denmark. They show how there are persistent national 
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differences in how policy ideas are produced. Some countries do so in contentious, politically partisan 

ways, while others are cooperative and consensus oriented. They find that while knowledge regimes 

have adopted some common practices since the 1970s, tendencies toward convergence have 

been limited and outcomes have been heavily shaped by national contexts.  Drawing on 

extensive interviews with top officials at leading policy research organizations, this 

book demonstrates why knowledge regimes are as important to capitalism as 

the state and the firm, and sheds new light on debates about the effects 

of globalization, the rise of neoliberalism, and the orientation of 

comparative political economy in political science 

and sociology.

Berman, Elizabeth Popp. 2014. “Not Just 

Neoliberalism: Economization in US Science and Technology 

Policy.” Science, Technology, & Human Values. Available at  

http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0162243913509123. 

Hess, David J. 2014 “Sustainability Transitions: A Political Coalition Perspective.” Research Policy 43: 278-

283. Available at http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2013.10.008. 

Hess, David J.  2013.  “Industrial Fields and Countervailing Power: The Transformation of Distributed 

Solar Energy in the United States.” Global Environmental Change 23: 847-855. Available at http://

dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.01.002. 

Marx, Gary T. 2013. “The Public as Partner? Technology Can Make Us Auxiliaries as Well as Vigilantes.” 

Security and Privacy 11:56-61. Available at http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MSP.2013.126. 

Schleifer, David and Michaela DeSoucey. 2013. “What Your Consumer Wants: Business-to-Business Food 

Advertising as a Mechanism of Market Change.” Journal of Cultural Economy. Available at http://

dx.doi.org/10.1080/17530350.2013.861356. 

Suh, Siri. 2014. “Rewriting Abortion: Deploying Medical Records in Jurisdictional Negotiation over a 

Forbidden Practice in Senegal.” Social Science & Medicine 108:20-33. Available at http://dx.doi.

org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.02.030. 

Vardi, Itai. Forthcoming. “Quantifying Accidents: Cars, Statistics, and Unintended Consequences in the 

Construction of Social Problems.” Qualitative Sociology.

New Articles

http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0162243913509123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2013.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MSP.2013.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17530350.2013.861356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17530350.2013.861356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.02.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.02.030


David Schleifer co-edited a special issue of Limn on “Food Infrastructures” with Mikko Jauho, Bart 

Penders and Xaq Frohlich. The full issue can be found at http://limn.it/issue/04/. A Limn story on the 

environmental impact of the fish menhaden was also picked up by Gizmodo (http://gizmodo.com/

what-do-fertilizer-omega-3-pills-and-pig-feed-have-in-1517014100). 

David Schleifer contributed a post titled, “Patients’ Views on Reforming the Physician Fee-For-Service 

Payment System” to the Health Affairs blog (http://healthaffairs.org/blog/2014/02/28/patients-views-

on-reforming-the-physician-fee-for-service-payment-system/).

The 4th annual Theorizing the Web takes place on April 25th and 26th in Brooklyn, NY. In addition to 

two days of competitively selected panels, this year’s conference features a keynote panel on Race 

and Social Media. There is also a plenary panel on Theorizing Big Data, and another plenary panel on Sex 

Work and the Web. Both days of programming will be livestreamed and archived, and participation on the 

conference hashtag (#TtW14) is encouraged for both in-room and remote attendees. Text proceedings will 

be a special issue of Interface, and the podcast Radio Dispatch will record an episode during the Friday night 

social event. Registration is pay-what-you-can. More information (including the full program) is available at 

TheorizingtheWeb.org; email theorizingtheweb@gmail.com or tweet at @TtW_Conf with any questions. All 

are welcome, and we hope to see you there!

The Gordon Research Conference is hosting a graduate student seminar on August 9-10, 2014. The 

theme of the conference is “Systems Approaches to Research and Practice.” The seminar will have 

a career panel and opportunities for students to present their work. The deadline for student speaker 

abstracts is May 9. However, apply soon because speaker slots fill up early. If (a) your sociology work is 

policy-relevant, and/or (b) you are interested in parlaying your sociology Ph.D. into a job working for NGOs 

or the federal government, then this two-day seminar is an excellent conference to attend. You will be able 

to present your work and likely meet with mentors and “change-makers” from industry and government. For 

more information visit http://www.grc.org/programs.aspx?year=2014&program=grs_scipol or contact Logan 

Williams at will2734@msu.edu.
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Upcoming Events

Announcements: Other Publications 
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Newsletter Info
Have items for the next issue of the SKAT newsletter? 

Please send them to: skatpubcomm@gmail.com. Also, 

be sure to follow the SKAT-ASA listserv for all the latest         

announcements: SKAT-ANNOUNCE@listserv.asanet.org.

SKAT Officers

Chair: Steven Epstein (s-epstein@northwestern.edu)

Chair-Elect: Scott Frickel (frickel@wsu.edu)

Past Chair: Monica Casper (mjcasper@email.arizona.edu)

Secretary/Treasurer: Daniel Breslau (dbreslau@vt.edu)

Student Representatives: 

Casey Oberlin (kcoberli@indiana.edu)

Elizabeth Sweeney (elizabethsweeney@comcast.net)

Council Members:

Mathieu Albert (mathieu.albert@utoronto.ca)

James A. Evans (jevans@uchicago.edu)

Jill Fisher (jill.fisher@unc.edu)

Marion Fourcade (fourcade@berkeley.edu)

Erin Leahey (leahey@email.arizona.edu)

Aaron Panofsky (apanofsky@socgen.ucla.edu)

Publications Committee:

Elizabeth Popp Berman (epberman@albany.edu)

Whitney Erin Boesel (weboesel@cyber.law.harvard.edu)

Patrick Grzanka (patrick.grzanka@asu.edu)

Kirk Jalbert (kirkjalbert@gmail.com)

Dan Morrison (dan.morrison@pepperdine.edu)

Elizabeth Sweeney (chair) (elizabethsweeney@comcast.net)
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