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Chair’s Column
Steven Epstein
Here’s a sociological fact to be explained: In the past year,
membership in our section has grown by about 10 percent—
almost four times the average growth rate in ASA sections—
bringing our numbers up to about 550 faculty members and
graduate students. How do we account for the vitality of science, knowledge, and technology studies within the broader
sociological field? Should we simply credit the chair of our
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members to renew? Or should growth be attributed to the
successful leadership of our former section chair, Monica
Casper, and her efforts to align us with the work of other ASA
sections? (Given that overall ASA membership is flat, section
growth is likely driven in part by a general tendency of ASA
members nowadays to join a greater number of sections—an
interesting comment, perhaps, on changing perceptions of the
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connectedness of domains of sociological knowledge-making.)
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Along those lines, could it be that after some decades of rela-
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tive obliviousness to STS, sociologists working in other areas
have awakened to its theoretical richness and grasped the
potential contributions for their own work of its focus on epistemic matters, material processes, and technological objects?
This may sound like starry-eyed cheerleading—yet I’m sure I’m
not the only one who has noted the increased prevalence of
STS name-dropping elsewhere in the academic world, even if
the names that are dropped are too often a distressingly small
subset of the work that has proven significant in our field.
The broader uptake—even trendiness—of approaches such as
actor-network theory is an interesting development, worthy of
a sociology-of-knowledge study of its own.
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Or perhaps it’s the striking developments elsewhere in the social and political
world that account, directly or indirectly, for the growth of interest in the sociology
of science, knowledge, and technology. There’s nothing new about the centrality of
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technoscientific questions to public affairs and popular culture. Yet headlines and
blog posts abound nowadays with SKAT-inflected topics and the transformations
wrought by sociotechnical and socio-epistemic processes: the drones that target

Steven Epstein

individuals for death outside the constraints of legal process, the devices and
algorithms that make massive amounts of personal communications data available
to the scrutiny of intelligence agencies, the clinical trials and expert panels that
purport to tell Americans whether a daily dose of statins will make them live more
years or fewer, the glitches that turn the advent of a national healthcare insurance
reform into fodder for comedians—and many more issues besides.
I won’t even try to adjudicate among these explanations for section growth, which
are by no means mutually exclusive. But I’ll emphasize that numerical increase
alone is not the only indicator of the vibrancy of our section. In fact, for me the
high point of the 2013 annual meeting was our offsite section reception—a bustling
and energetic affair with abundant Korean appetizers, good conversation, and a
healthy age range from senior figures in our field to entering graduate students.
And of course the meeting also showcased our intellectual sparkle, in sessions that
covered empirical topics such as climate change and inequality as well as theoretical and methodological debates concerning the so-called “normative turn” in STS.
I’m happy to say that next year’s sessions in San Francisco will continue to promote
and feature our scholarship and highlight its centrality to sociology and beyond. As
described elsewhere in this issue, we’ll have invited sessions on “STS approaches
to the sociology of worth” and “morality and science,” while an open-submission
session on “Big Data” will invite work on the wide range of topics connoted by that
buzzword. Our section will also be hosting a special mentoring event on navigating
the sociology/STS job market, with a range of panelists at different career stages
offering their expertise and taking questions.
Looking further into the future, I’m pleased to say that in 2015, as my own term as
section chair draws to its close, SKAT will host its first pre-conference in order to
spend a day taking stock of the past, present, and future of science, knowledge,
and technology studies. Details will be forthcoming over the next year, but for now
please mark your calendars and expect to arrive early in Chicago: the pre-conference will be on August 21, to be followed immediately by the SKAT section day on
the first day of the ASA meeting, August 22.

2

S

K

A T

O LO GY
Let me take this opportunity to thank and acknowledge the hard work of SKAT officers and committee members over the past year. Particular thanks go to Monica
Casper, who now transitions into service as Past Chair; Daniel Kleinman, whose
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term as Past Chair is now complete; and Carrie Friese and Sabrina McCormick,
who ended their terms on the SKAT Council.
Let me also issue a few reminders before I close: First, please cast your ballot!
We have an excellent slate of candidates running for Secretary-Treasurer and for
Council in the election to be held early next year. And as discussed at the business
meeting in August, the Council has proposed an amendment to our bylaws that will
reduce the burden on our graduate student members of Council by reducing their
term from three years to two. Second, please renew! Be sure to check the box to
renew your section membership at the same time you renew your membership to
the ASA. And tell others to sign up as well: our goal is another 10 percent increase,
which will put us above the magic number of 600, entitling our section to another
session at ASA meetings.
Best wishes and happy holidays! While my next Chair’s Column will await the
Spring issue of the newsletter on April 1, I look forward in the meantime to hearing
from you by email with any thoughts or suggestions you might have about improving our section.

Steve Epstein at SKAT Reception, ASA 2013
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An Interview with Adele Clarke
Carrie Friese talks with Adele Clarke about her career and the future of Feminist Science Studies
Carrie Friese (for SKATology): Looking back on your career, how would describe the evolution of feminist science studies within sociology specifically?
Adele Clarke: I can’t really describe it specifically within sociology because I came to science, technology, &
medicine studies (ST&MS) through several other routes. First, I began teaching women’s studies and women’s
health – including history – in 1973, which drew me into critiques of medicalization and aspects of what we now
call bioscience/biomedicine. Second was the West Coast Socialist Feminist Study Group in the late 1970s/early
1980s where I first met Donna Haraway, Judy Stacey, Gayle Rubin, and others. Third, my activism in the women’s
health movement shaped my early feminist ST&MS vision and scholarship. I worked with the Committee to
Defend Reproductive Rights on sterilization abuse, a particularly racist form of medical viciousness. We were
publishing on such topics in the Socialist Review produced by Berkeley sociology grad students. Donna’s cyborgs
paper first appeared there, and I published on the challenges of anti-racist reproductive rights organizing for
informed consent regulations for sterilization. Last, when I began grad school at UCSF in 1980, I met Leigh Star
who was ahead of me and became my mentor into ST&MS, and my friend for 30 years. We were both long time
feminists, having participated in creating what became FST&MS in different but overlapping areas.
This question is also hard to answer because there really wasn’t something called “feminist science studies” until
quite recently. Its history in the academy is more like that of women’s studies: on different campuses, feminists
popped up in different places, shaping what would become women’s and later gender studies, in some places
with more of a humanities bent and others more social science. Occasionally this happened in the sciences or
engineering as well. There was actually a Women’s Studies Biology doctoral program in Amsterdam. Some of
those feminists then took up questions, issues, and projects that involved sciences, technologies, and medicines.
And some of those feminists were part of ST&MS worlds while others dwelled elsewhere. As I recall, even in
generations after mine, most people were feminist scholars before they were also ST&MS scholars.
During the 1980s and into the early 1990s, two main streams of feminist work related to ST&MS that continue
today cohered: 1) women in sciences, technologies and medicine, and 2) gender and sciences, technologies, and
medicine. Studies of women in ST&M were initially called “manpower” studies about how many of which types of
people worked in different sciences, technologies, and medical specialties, guided by the goal of reducing racial
and gender disparities. There were also various “recovery projects” such as histories of women and men of color
who had made important contributions but had been ignored for the usual reasons. In sharp contrast, studies of
gender and ST&M pursued two main lines of work. The first sought to examine how gender, race, and sexuality
were constructed (usually differently) in different sciences, technologies, and medical specialties. Second were
studies of the negative consequences of such constructions not only for women, people of color, sexual minori-
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still suffers from the over-simplifying misnomer of “sex hormones.”
Around the new millennium, the expansions and convergences of such projects
began to be called “feminist science studies,” usually citing Donna Haraway as
founding mother. And appropriately so as she not only pioneered intellectually but
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also bore the brunt of the neocon anti-feminist STS backlash in the ghastly culture
wars of that era. Significantly, those convergences were institutional as well as intellectual as a number of women’s & gender studies programs instituted emphases
in FST&MS, especially as their doctoral programs proliferated. We have had such
an emphasis in the UCSF Doctoral Program in Sociology since the mid-1990s, with
coursework on gender and race in/and ST&MS. Today FST&MS as a specialty is
travelling more and more widely, both intellectually and institutionally.
Carrie Friese: What has surprised you most about the development of feminist science studies?
Adele Clarke: I remain a bit surprised that both ST&MS and FST&MS have become
so successful. Both were such small worlds when I first encountered them. 4S was
a few hundred strong when I joined in 1982, and had 6,000 people at the meetings
in Copenhagen last year. In 1986, I was asked by Tom Gieryn, Susan Cussins and
Sal Restivo to attend a meeting to start an ASA section on STS. I was thrilled to be
invited and obviously SKAT has succeeded quite nicely!
Carrie Friese: What do you think are some of the key challenges for the field
today?
Adele Clarke: I would argue that key challenges for the field today include two
that existed at the turn of the millennium, as well as new ones. First is “the great
divide” between FST&MS and ST&MS which often amounts to ghettoization, an
unfortunate term but useful in describing a form of separation sometimes different
from marginalization. Today the dramatic growth of FST&MS in women’s and gender
studies transnationally sustains such developments in academia.
Second is the persistent relative absence of scholars of color in both FST&MS and
ST&MS. For some of us, feminism has always had anti-racist commitments at its
heart. At the Feminist Caucus of the Society for Social Studies of Science in 1999,
we acknowledged that feminists could have all the sessions, etc., that we wanted,
however ghettoized. But we remained concerned with the absence of scholars of
color and scholarship on issues of race and racism in/and ST&MS. We decided to
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organize sessions for the 2001 meetings in Cambridge, MA. Michelle Murphy, Wenda Bauschspies, and I ended up with a stream of 14 sessions on “Race and Other
Inequalities in/and Science, Technology, and Medicine” that stretched across the
entire conference. It was amazing. I know SKAT has been strategizing similarly. It is
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challenging, especially because the structure of ASA sections itself instantiates and
sustains the reproduction of such separations rather than the innovative synthetic
approaches we might seek.
A more sceptical worry I have concerns the positioning of ST&MS and FST&MS. I
would argue that across the 20th century, different specialties have “mediated”
between sciences, technologies, medicine, and society. (I rarely use the word society but it works here.) Post WWII, medical sociology grew rapidly with extensive
federal funding as NIH and NIMH initially flourished. Technology studies also grew
at this time, commensurate with NSF expansion during the Cold War. Then along
came medical anthropology in the 1970s, soon followed by or in tandem with bioethics. And since the 1980s, ST&MS and FST&MS have thrived.
Given these developments, I am concerned that any representation of a science or
technology or medical development is inherently hagiographic. Is any advertising
good advertising? In the very doing of (F)ST&MS, are we serving as boosters, translators, legitimators, and normalizers of science to the people rather than focusing
on what sciences and technologies for the people (with our often heterogeneous
needs) might be? I am growing increasingly disturbed by conference papers which
spend so long explaining the science that there is insufficient time for (F)ST&MS
analysis. I have worried about this for years along with Pnina Abir-Am (1983) and
others. I think such concerns are what Davis Hess (2009) is pointing out to us in
his work on “undone science.” We focus so much on trying to grasp what is done
or what is about to be done that we lose sight and track of what could have been
done instead. Significantly, addressing such issues need not be either/or decisions.
For example, while my historical sociology of the reproductive sciences c1910-1965
certainly took that science seriously, I also questioned the culture of a science that
found it legitimate to use people’s need – and often desperation – for technoscientific interventions, such as contraception, for their own research purposes and
advancement. Meanwhile, feminist contraceptive research agendas for safer, woman-controlled methods went largely ignored. Without the term, I wrote of “undone
science.”
A final and related challenge I want to mention is that the effects of neoliberalism
on higher education are not healthy for feminists and others who have no obvi-

6

S

K

A T

O LO GY
ous “products” to sell. That is, while the demands that academics sell themselves
to funding sources expand, the spaces and places for critical ST&MS and FST&MS
are growing smaller. I recently happened across a paper by bioethicist Paul Wolpe
(2010:110) who argued that “the professionalization of bioethics has been a neces-
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sary part of the rise of biotechnology. Bioethics serves the dual purpose of providing a forum for...value debates and legitimizing the biotechnology industry by
providing a moral justification for its products. Bioethics as a discipline therefore is
torn between its potential role as a watchdog and critic and its function in lubricating the social acceptance of biotechnologies.” I worry that ST&MS and (F)ST&MS
are similarly torn and at risk.
For me, these anxieties don’t diminish but grow in importance and have implications
for enhancing democratic practices, as Irwin and colleagues (2013) recently argued.
It is the next generations who are already finding new and more widely effective
spaces and places for such critical (F)ST&MS work in social media and beyond, such
as Monica Casper’s work on The Feminist Wire. I’m very proud of contributing to
four issues of Our Bodies Ourselves on the Pap smear with Monica. In my dream (F)
ST&MS, we could begin to take feminism analytically for granted. That is, if there
were gender or race or sexuality or other issues of difference lively in the topic
under study, we could rest easy and assume that they would be at least adequately
addressed. Such issues need not always be the sole analytic focus of a project, but
should always be seriously engaged when present, and their consequences assessed. Ditto the “undone science.”
Carrie Friese: What would you say to sociologists who see feminist science studies
as peripheral to sociology?
Adele Clarke: Many of those sociologists likely also see ST&MS as peripheral to
sociology, with FST&MS along for the ride. That is, I see this as part of the problem
of the “great divide” between the natural and social sciences which can be heatedly patrolled. In sociology and to a degree in anthropology, for members of those
disciplines to engage sciences and technologies can be seen as “going too far” – beyond the social and/or cultural foci that are disciplinary imperatives. For example,
challenging the refusal of U.S. medical sociology to seriously engage biomedical
sciences and technologies has been a major career project for me. We in (F)ST&MS
understand the social and cultural aspects of sciences and technologies, but colleagues may not, instead fearing that our attention undercuts the positions of our
disciplines in the hierarchy of the sciences. We can be seen as (intentional or unintentional) traitors. A former student suffered nastily from such accusations.
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An alternative take on the problem of the continuing marginalization of (F)ST&M
is that much of sociology is perfectly happy to be allied with the natural sciences,
thereby gleaning the legitimacies offered by claims of the scientific method. Here,
in so far as our work is seen as challenging the status quo ‘scientism’ of sociology,
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ST&MS will continue to be marginalized, and doubly so when focused on feminist
issues.
I would also say to sociologists who see FST&MS as peripheral to sociology that the
bulk of FST&MS has centered on reproduction and related issues. Most people (I
believe over 80% of Americans) reproduce – and many of the rest of us spend considerable energy and money avoiding doing so. Perhaps the problem is that much of
sociology has been too peripheral! Anthropologist Rayna Rapp (2001) argued that
FST&MS has placed reproduction at the center of social theory. While I wouldn’t go
quite that far, I would argue that reproductive issues deserve considerably attention. For example, the lack of clearly articulated feminist anti-racist positions that
question pronatalist assumptions as the planet is ecologically devastated by climate
change, etc., is to me tragic. This is a current focus of mine, challenging both intellectually and politically.
Carrie Friese: How do you define your legacy within feminist science studies, STS,
and sociology? What do you think are your most enduring contributions to these
fields?
Adele Clarke: First I want to brag about my former students as a major contribution I have made. They continue to amaze. Over 25 sociology alums of UCSF have
been active in (F)ST&MS via SKAT, 4S, and beyond. Their books are the grandchildren I always wanted! To keep in touch, we have reunion dinners at ASA and 4S
meetings. Unlike most sociology departments, one distinctive freedom at UCSF is
that it is just dandy to publish with other people – including students. I have done
so for decades and this has supported their careers as well as making mine much
more interesting.
It was also just dandy to be interdisciplinary at UCSF, and I have worked across
multiple specialties over the years, holding formal positions in both sociology and
history of health sciences, and also hanging out with anthropologists. Most of my
lines of work were initiated early on and have been sustained into the present,
though often shape-shifting dramatically over the years. Feminist women’s health
& technoscience studies are where I entered (F)ST&MS. I had studied with Renee
Fox at Barnard and with Eliot Freidson at NYU and finally settled on medical so-
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and Sheryl Ruzek’s courses and our later edited books are key parts of my feminist
legacy: Women’s Health: Differences and Complexities (Ohio State UP 1997) and
Revisioning Women, Health and Healing: Feminist, Cultural and Technoscience Perspectives (Routledge, 1999).
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The sociology of work/scientific practices also became part of my repertoire in grad
school. I first wrote on the organization of research materials in the late 1980s, and
just published on this again with you Carrie, in our 2012 Social Studies of Science
article. I am particularly known for the book I co-edited with Joan Fujimura, The
Right Tools for the Job: At Work in Twentieth Century Life Sciences (Princeton UP
1992). It traveled more widely as Bruno Latour organized a French translation, La
Materialite des Sciences (Sythelabo 1996).
The disciplinary emergence of reproductive sciences (via social worlds/arenas
analysis) and contraception studies are the major areas of my research. I am really
proud that Disciplining Reproduction: Modernity, American Life Sciences and the
‘Problems of Sex’ (University of California Press, 1998) won both the Basker and
Fleck Awards. I have continued to publish on contraceptive development and on
reproductive sciences in agriculture in the US and UK.
Both an ASR article (2003) and Biomedicalization: Technoscience and Transformations of Health and Illness in the U.S. (Duke, 2010) came out of an incredible collaboration with four UCSF students – Janet Shim, Laura Mamo, Jennifer Fishman,
and Jennifer Fosket. Ginnie Olesen called us the Gang of Five. We all had individual
projects through which we retheorized medicalization to take sciences and technologies into better account. It is still elaborating and being taken up in new areas.
And a snazzy new UCSF student Gang of Four is now integrating biomedicalization
issues with Leigh Star’s infrastructural analytics (Kate Darling, Chris Hanssmann,
Oliver Rollins, and Krista Sigurdson).
Last, qualitative research methods have been a key focus of mine for the past
decade plus. I developed an extension of grounded theory published as Situational Analysis: Grounded Theory After the Postmodern Turn (Sage 2005). It won
the Cooley Award and has been translated into German thanks to Reiner Keller, a
terrific discourse analyst at Augsburg. I am working on a second edition, with you,
Carrie, and Rachel Washburn. London Sage also invited a Benchmarks in Social
Research Series of 4 volumes on Grounded Theory & Situational Analysis which I
just co-edited with Kathy Charmaz (2014). I have always seen SA as an intrinsically
feminist method because of its careful attention to specifying all kinds of empiri-
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power, and because it grounds the analysis in the lived material and symbolic situation (the personal is political) (Clarke 2012). But I see all of these feminist attributes
as strengthening the approach regardless of feminist use or focus.
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Carrie Friese: Do you have any words of advice for young scholars?
Adele Clarke: First and foremost, learn to say no. Practice saying no. Keep practicing saying no. At a dinner with Joan Fujimura celebrating publication of our book in
1993, our husbands had us chant “No! No! No! No!” for quite some time. It should
have been longer.
Generate great colleagues, ideally transnationally, and be generous with them.
Generate a good set of mentors and be appreciative of them. The range of advice
needed across a career is amazing. And multiple perspectives are useful in making
the hardest decisions---even if they conflict. Ask for help in thinking about challenging things. Ginnie Olesen has been one of my mentors since 1980, guiding me
from student to tenure. Now she is helping me figure out retirement, unexpectedly
complex.
Be a responsible scholar. Don’t promise things like book or paper reviews and not
deliver at least close to on time. As a co-editor of BioSocieties, I spent too many
agonized hours on such problems, often watching responsible scholars suffer for
the delays. Just say no in the first place – or at the first sign of a problem.
Plan your career with care and pay attention to your goals and timing. I was more
reactive than proactive which wasn’t ideal. Also be open to terrific invitations and
learn how to graciously decline others. Don’t act in haste or rashly about career
issues. We live highly stressed lives and need to take time and get sleep to consider
career decisions with real care. Save the difficult email to answer the next day – or
week. And never put anything in an email that could not comfortably be a headline.
The phone has its uses (despite the NSA...). Be prepared that some ghastly things
may well happen in your department, section, etc. Help draw people together to
deal with it if possible while attempting to avoid factionalizing. And be sure to be
appreciative of staff. It is their too often invisible work that undergirds our scholarship and teaching.
Last and most important, celebrate every notable accomplishment very very seriously and gleefully. Have a party, cake and champagne toasts to your own and others’ accomplishments in class, at faculty meetings, and elsewhere! Learning to rest
on one’s laurels is a life-long process, and there can never be too much celebration
in a scholarly life.
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Marginal Knowledge
Patrick Grzanka & Dan Morrison on teaching undergraduate courses in sociology of knowledge
Training in the sociology of science, knowledge, and technology is often intellectually challenging, and thus,
exciting. Notwithstanding the intellectual vibrancy of our sub-field, most sociology departments consider
SKAT-related topics to be peripheral to the discipline. As a result, few undergraduate courses are offered at
both small liberal arts and larger public and private universities.
With these limitations in mind, Drs. Grzanka and Morrison talked over email about teaching general education courses with a sociology of knowledge perspective. An edited transcript of their conversation follows.
Dan: Patrick, you know that I teach in the undergraduate program of Pepperdine University. Here, my three
colleagues and I teach the core sociology curriculum, including Introduction to Sociology and more advanced
courses. Our curriculum includes classes in research methods, theory, and statistics, with electives including
deviance and criminology, culture, social psychology, religion, and others. We do not have courses in the sociology of science and/or knowledge. As part of my work as a sociologist of science and knowledge, I try to integrate some concepts from the field into my introductory and medical sociology courses. Minimally, I do this
by situating key figures in sociology and medical sociology within their intellectual contexts. When discussing
Marx, for example, I highlight his connections to German idealism and Hegel. Obviously, a comprehensive examination is beyond the scope of an introductory course. Giving students some context in intellectual history
can help them draw connections across their coursework and signal that there is much more to be discovered. How do you engage students in the general education curriculum using the sociology of knowledge?
Patrick: Coming from an interdisciplinary background, I was not surprised that my first faculty position was in
an interdisciplinary unit. However, I was surprised and intimidated to find that it required me to develop and
teach courses that included material far outside of my training! At Arizona State University’s Barrett Honors
College, I teach honors courses in queer theory and feminist science and technology studies every semester, but my primary teaching responsibility is a year-long seminar for freshmen called “The Human Event,”
which is basically a course about important ideas from the earliest writing to the present. Tall order, right?
In developing my syllabus and approach to teaching texts thousands of years before sociology even existed,
I realized that the best strategy (for me) was to do what I know how to do, rather than pretend to be something I’m not, such as an historian or a literary critic. So my syllabus takes a sociology of knowledge approach
to interrogating the development of big ideas from Plato to Patricia Hill Collins. In the first semester, I use
Plato, Aristotle, Sophocles, and key religious texts such as the Bhagavad-Gita to think about controversies
over what constitutes knowledge itself, and then we consider how various societies have organized education
systems to cultivate that knowledge. They read Augustine, Confucius, and Vergerius’s treatise on the liberal
arts to explore which forms of knowledge have been valued in different historical contexts, such as medieval
scholasticism and Renaissance humanism, and how shifts in the rank and order of knowledge signal important
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shifts in history and culture. Things get more personally interesting to me when we
get to modernity, but I have been nonetheless pleased to see and learn how “presociology” texts can do interesting sociological work on knowledge and science.
Let’s talk more about Marx, though! What do you do with Marx, Weber, and Dur-

Marginal
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kheim to foreground SKAT-related concerns?
Dan: Getting students to a basic and conversational knowledge of “the big three”
in sociology is certainly a challenge. Like many other introductory courses, I devote
just a few hours to classical theory. The way I approach these figures is to constantly compare and contrast their views on enduring topics for sociologists, like
the division of labor and class structure. Although we discuss these theorists on
one or two days early in the semester, I continuously refer to the ways their ideas
influenced the development of sociology as a discipline, and to some degree frame
current scholarship.
Patrick: It sounds like we take quite a similar approach. Triangulating Marx, Weber,
and Durkheim’s contributions to social theory helps students to see the direct connections between their work and also elucidates how tacit concepts such as “class,”
“status,” and “power” are very much dynamic and contested knowledges that were
actively being constructed by “the big three.” The dialectic and Marx’s deeply
Hegelian understanding of history also help me to extend back to Plato’s dialectic
and further connect these figures through their ideas – the knowledges, rather than
their personal biographies, become the links. I think this helps students to see how
knowledge travels and is transformed through those travels. With Durkheim, I use
his analysis of suicide rates to explore how statistics – approximate, quantitative
measurements of the empirical universe – became the window through which he
could find “social facts.” He imbued these relatively simple numbers with meaning
by comparing them and attributing social changes to these differences. Durkheim’s
logic strikes students as intuitive – if not also scientifically problematic – and this is a
fantastic illustration of positivism’s legacy. His version of empiricism, which in many
ways is a rejection of empiricism as it was understood in the 19th century, helps us
to see how scientific knowledge-making (or Truth-finding, to Durkheim) is as much
about theories and positions as it is about “facts” and “measurement.” We take it
for granted in SKAT-related fields, but it’s a mistake to forget that understanding
“facts” as socially embedded concepts is a revolutionary idea to most of our students.
Dan: That is a great point, Patrick. It seems like your course is primarily about the
history of ideas. In my Introduction to Sociology course, we are much more fo-
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cused on illustrating the perspectives, methods, and findings that sociologists have
contributed to our understanding of (too often, US) society. I convey important
research findings and discuss how those findings were reached. I also tend to highlight the differences between positivist and interpretivist sociologies. It helps Intro

Marginal
Knowledge

students to find archetypes for each approach, and I tend to use Paul Lazarsfeld as
the positivist and C.W. Mills as the interpretivist. I think illustrating these two traditions helps students understand the capacity of sociology to encompass multiple
research methods and epistemologies.
Patrick: Mills is such a fantastic pivot point between modernity and postmodernity. And Lazarsfeld makes a cameo in my course, as well! I conclude the course
with intersectionality, which is in many ways a direct rejection of Platonic “Forms”
and Durkheimian notions of objectivity, but we get to intersectionality by way of
feminist studies of science, technology, and medicine. My students spend time with
Donna Haraway, Alice Dreger, Janet Shim, and Dorothy Roberts before concluding with Jackie Orr’s stunning Panic Diaries: A Genealogy of Panic Disorder (Duke,
2006). I absolutely love that text, and we were lucky enough to welcome Dr. Orr
to campus last spring for a new performance and guest lecture with my students.
Panic Diaries is a beautiful example of innovative, interdisciplinary research and
writing in the sociology of knowledge: Orr guides her readers through a century of
research on panic that reintroduces all the key players in the development of social
theory, from the “big three” to Talcott Parsons, Lazarsfeld, Sigmund Freud, Michel
Foucault, Judith Butler, Avery Gordon, and Haraway. It makes my students feel like
they’re “in” on the conversation, because they’ve met these people before in other
readings. I think they enjoy ending with that sense of self-efficacy, and it feels good
to have taken them on a kind of road trip through the sociology of knowledge, particularly because most of them just expected to read Shakespeare and Dante and
call it a day.

Links to Dr. Grzanka’s syllabi: http://grzanka.faculty.asu.edu/photos/HON171Fall2012SyllabusDowntown.pdf and http://grzanka.faculty.asu.edu/photos/HON274SyllabusSpring2013.pdf
Link to Dr. Morrison’s summer syllabus: https://drive.google.com/a/pepperdine.
edu/file/d/0B1EVrxuC4as7VmEtVEdVeTBXaHc/edit?usp=sharing
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SKAT Sessions Announced for ASA 2014

At its current membership size, SKAT typically is allocated three sessions plus the roundtables at the
ASA annual meetings. However, in 2014 we will have four sessions plus the roundtables. This is due to
SKAT sections falling on the final day of ASA, but we welcome the opportunity to expand our contributions at the annual meetings. As noted by the membership chair, in order to permanently receive
four sessions plus roundtables, we need to reach 600 members from our current membership of
around 550.

Session 1 out of 5: Open Session
The Sociology of Big Data: Knowledge, Technology, Security and Privacy
Big Data has emerged as a key engine of commerce and state power in the 21st century, even as it
has created new vulnerabilities that threaten existing political and social orders. These developments
have led to charged public debates over security and privacy and have introduced new ways of knowing social worlds that challenge the social sciences. We invite contributions that examine the science
and technology of Big Data or assess its implications for knowledge production and social order.
Session Organizer: Benjamin Sims, Los Alamos National Laboratory (bsims@lanl.gov).

Session 2 out of 5: Open Session
Topics in Science, Knowledge, and Technology Studies
When we learned we had been allotted a fourth session for ASA 2014, the Council decided to use
this opportunity to include a venue drawing on the full range of topics and approaches within and
beyond SKAT. Submissions to this added session will advance sociological approaches to the study of
science, knowledge, and technology, regardless of empirical focus. We are excited to see novel contributions from any and all areas and styles (e.g. economic and biomedical knowledge; qualitative and
quantitative approaches; etc.), to sample from the most exciting and newly emerging areas in SKAT.
Session Organizer: James A. Evans, University of Chicago (jevans@uchicago.edu).

Session 3 out of 5: Invited Session
Valuation Devices: STS Approaches to the Sociology of Worth (tentative title)
In such politically fraught and technically mediated arenas as health, the environment, education, and
finance, we find intensive struggles over the worth of things. Tools such as environmental impact assessment, performance review, and cost-benefit analysis seek to objectively measure values but often
become objects of controversy. This panel will explore emerging directions in the social analysis of
valuation processes, with an emphasis on the place of knowledge, expertise, and technologies.
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SKAT Sessions Announced for ASA 2014

Confirmed participants: Wendy Espeland, Marion Fourcade, Michele Lamont, and David Stark.
Session Organizer: Andrew Lakoff, University of Southern California (lakoff@usc.edu).

Session 4 out of 5: Invited Session
Morality and Science
Moral and scientific practices are always entwined, and the sociology of science has been at the forefront of analyzing those intersections. This panel engages research that has pushed the field forward
by examining: how research sponsors, religious groups, and governments weave moral and scientific
issues together; institutional arenas in which these issues are worked out; and the kind of “work” that
concepts such as justice, ethics, and morality do for scientists and the sociology of science. (Participants not yet confirmed).
Session Organizers: Sydney Halpern, University of Illinois Chicago (shalpern@uic.edu), and Kelly
Moore, Loyola University Chicago (kmoore11@luc.edu).
Session 5 out of 5: Roundtables
Section on Science, Knowledge, and Technology Roundtables; Business Meeting
Session Organizer: Scott Frickel, Washington State University (frickel@wsu.edu).

SKAT Professionalization Event:
Navigating the Sociology/STS Job Market
For the upcoming ASA Annual Meeting in San
Francisco, the Mentoring/Socialization Committee has organized a professionalization event
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; securing post-doctoral positions,
international positions, or applied positions; and
Phillipa Chong accepts the Hacker-Mullins Award at ASA 2013
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Update: ASA/4S Conflict in 2014
As previously reported, 4S’ 2014 annual meeting is scheduled to begin on August 20 in Buenos Aires –
the day after the ASA meeting ends in San Francisco. Adding to the difficulty of attending 4S, SKAT’s
section day in 2014 is scheduled for the last day of ASA, August 19. Responding to SKAT’s protest concerning this scheduling conflict, 4S leadership has promised to make a concerted effort to schedule ASA
participants on the last two days of the 4S meeting – August 22-23. Further details will be forthcoming.
The SKAT Council is working with the 4S President on finding mechanisms to avoid such conflicts in the
future.
Elections of a new secretary-treasurer and two council members will be held this

2014 Elections

Spring, for terms to begin immediately following the 2014 meetings.
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

SKAT Preconference
at ASA 2015

Taking advantage of the location of the 2015 ASA meeting in Chicago, Chair,
Steve Epstein, is planning a one-day mini-conference at Northwestern University the day before the ASA begins. The SKAT sessions are on the first day of
the ASA meeting. Mathieu Albert, Casey Oberlin, and Marion Fourcade volunteered to serve on the organizing/program committee for this mini-conference.
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Membership News from Aaron Panofsky, Membership Committee Chair
Promising Numbers, Renewal Reminders, & Calls for Recruitment
SKAT membership is higher than it’s been in recent memory. It is approaching 550 members, which, if attained, would represent a growth of 11% from last year. This growth is exciting because it puts SKAT in reach
of 600 members which would allow the section to have an additional panel during the annual ASA meeting.
It would be great to get to this point in time for the preconference planning for 2015 in Chicago.
What can you do to make that happen? First, it’s renewal time, so make sure that you renew both your ASA
and SKAT memberships. Second, encourage colleagues to join SKAT, perhaps STS colleagues who aren’t
members of ASA. Though regular memberships are expensive, associate memberships are more reasonable
and sections can be joined. Third, find non-SKAT colleagues and offer a section, sign-up trade. For example,
you’ll join a colleague’s preferred section, if they join SKAT. There are many closely allied sections (like Medical, Environment, Animals, etc.) for which this makes a lot of sense. Fourth, offer to pay for your grad students’ ASA and/or section memberships. Finally, think up other good recruiting ideas and forward them to
me so we can try to implement them. Looking forward to getting to 600 with your help!

Bylaws Change
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 lessen the burden on graduate students and to
allow more of them 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 201415 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 twoyear terms. These changes will take effect upon passage
of a ballot initiative amending the section bylaws.
Elizabeth Popp Berman accepting Star-Nelkin award at ASA 2013
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Notes from SKAT Business & Council Meetings at ASA 2013
Section Chair, Monica Casper, brought the business meeting to order with 51 persons in attendance.
Presentation of Awards:
•

Robert K. Merton Award: Gabrielle Hecht, a Professor in the Department of History at the Uni-

versity of Michigan, received the Robert K. Merton Award for her book, Being Nuclear: Africans and
the Global Uranium Trade.
•

Star-Nelkin Award: Elizabeth Popp-Berman, an Associate Professor of Sociology at the State

University of New York – Albany, received the Star-Nelkin Award for her paper, “Explaining the Move
toward the Market in U.S. Academic Science: How Institutional Logics Can Change without Institutional Entrepreneurs,” published in Theory and Society, 2012.
•

Benjamin Sims, a sociologist with the Statistical Sciences Group at Los Alamos National Labo-

ratory, and Christopher Henke, a sociologist at Colgate University, also received the Star-Nelkin
Award for their paper, “Repairing Credibility: Repositioning Nuclear Weapons Knowledge after the
Cold War,” published in Social Studies of Science, 2012.
•

Hacker-Mullins Award: Phillipa Chong, a PhD candidate in the Department of Sociology at the

University of Toronto, received the Hacker-Mullins student paper award for “Legitimate Judgment in
Art, the Scientific World Reversed?: Critical Distance in Evaluation,” published in Social Studies of
Science in 2013.
Congratulations to the 2013 SKAT Award Recipients!

Chair Report: Monica Casper highlighted the improved numbers for membership and for the section budget. She also called for volunteers to staff section committees for which a sign-up sheet was
passed around by the meeting attendees.
Publications Report: Dan Morrison of the publications committee reported on the progress made
with the newsletter in terms of adding original content and highlighting SKAT members’ expertise.
Plans for future newsletters consist of feature-length articles on recent books, which will include interviews with the books’ authors. A graduate student column is also under consideration. In terms of
committee membership, Morrison indicated that new members are needed due to two of the current
members stepping down. Additionally, a new webmaster for SKAT’s website is needed and volunteers are requested. The publications committee plans to redesign the website providing updates
and new content.
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SKAT Business & Council Meetings at ASA 2013

Secretary/Treasurer’s Report: Daniel Breslau reported that the section began the year with a balance of $4477. Having received income of $2253, followed by expenses of $3010 by August 19, the
ending balance is $3720.
Membership Report: Membership committee chair Aaron Panofsky reported that section membership has increased this year by 41 members. Current membership is 516, but based on previous years’
experience, the ASA projects our end-of-year (September 30) membership will be approximately 550.
This represents a growth of 11%. For more membership news, see page 18.
Mentoring/Socialization Report: Based on responses to a survey sent last year to graduate students in the section, Mentoring/Socialization committee members Mathieu Albert, Casey Oberlin,
and Elizabeth Sweeney reported that they are planning a professionalization event for the 2014 ASA
meeting. See “SKAT Professionalization Event” for more details. Additionally, they reported that 17
mentor-student pairs participated in the section mentoring program.
Transfer of Chairship: The chairship was then transferred to chair-elect Steven Epstein, who subsequently discussed several issues facing the section in the coming year, including the 4S Meeting
conflict, a change to the bylaws, and Spring elections. (see pages 17 and 18).

Prior to concluding the business meeting, ideas for potential 2014 meeting sessions were discussed.
(Information on the finalized list of SKAT sessions is provided on pages 15 and 16.)
Thanks to Daniel Breslau for providing meeting minutes.
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2013-14 SKAT Committees

Nominations:
Carrie Friese, Chair (c.friese@lse.ac.uk)

Star-Nelkin Article Award:

Marion Fourcade

Marion Fourcade, Chair (fourcade@berkeley.edu)
Elizabeth Popp Berman

Membership:

Chris Henke

Aaron Panofsky, Chair (apanofsky@socgen.ucla.edu)

Kjersten Whittington

Brian Lindseth

Steve Epstein (ex-officio)

Tim O’Brien
Hacker-Mullins Student Paper Award:

Alexander Stingl

Daniel Breslau, Chair (dbreslau@vt.edu)
Publications:

Erin Leahy

Elizabeth Sweeney, Chair (ElizabethSweeney@comcast.net)

Dan Morrison

Elizabeth Popp Berman

Elizabeth Sweeney
Steve Epstein (ex-officio)

Whitney Erin Boesel
Patrick Grzanka

Pre-conference 2015 Organizing Committee:

Kirk Jalbert

Steve Epstein, Chair (s-epstein@northwestern.edu)

Dan Morrison

Mathieu Albert
Daniel Breslau

Mentoring/Socialization:
Mathieu Albert, Chair (Mathieu.albert@utoronto.ca)
Casey Oberlin

James Evans
Anne Figert
Marion Fourcade

Elizabeth Sweeney

Carrie Friese
Casey Oberlin

Merton Book Award:
Jill Fisher, Chair (jill.fisher@unc.edu)
Mathieu Albert

Elise Paradis
Janet Vertesi

Gabrielle Hecht
Marc Ventresca
Steve Epstein (ex-officio)

WANTED: SKAT WEBMASTER
The SKAT section is 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 at
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SKAT Award Calls

Robert K. Merton Book Award, 2014
The Science, Knowledge, and Technology Section invites nominations (including self-nominations)
for the Robert K. Merton Book Award. The award is given annually in recognition of an outstanding
book on science, knowledge, and/or technology published during the preceding three years (2013,
2012, or 2011). Single or multi-authored works are eligible, but not edited volumes. The winner, who
should be a member of SKAT during the year in which the award is given, will be honored at the
ASA Annual Meetings in San Francisco (August 16-19, 2014) and will receive a plaque. The deadline
for nominations is February 1, 2014. Books should be received from authors or publishers no later
than March 1, 2014. The committee members and their mailing addresses are listed below. Nominations or requests for more information should be sent to the committee chair, Jill Fisher, at jill.
fisher@unc.edu.
Copies of nominated books should be received by all committee members by March 1, 2014:
Jill Fisher

Marc Ventresca

University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

1775 Ednamary Way #1

Department of Social Medicine

Mountain View, CA 94040

333E MacNider Hall, Campus Box 7240
333 S. Columbia Road

Steven Epstein (ex officio)

Chapel Hill, NC 27599-7240

Northwestern University
Department of Sociology

Mathieu Albert

1810 Chicago Ave

The Wilson Centre

Evanston, IL 60208

University of Toronto
Toronto General Hospital
200 Elizabeth St., 1ES-559
Toronto, Ontario
Canada M5G 2C4
Gabrielle Hecht
Department of History
University of Michigan
1029 Tisch Hall
Ann Arbor, MI 48109

22

Monica Casper & Anne Figert at ASA 2013

S

K

A T

O LO GY
Star-Nelkin Paper Award, 2014
The Science, Knowledge, and Technology Section invites nominations for the
Star-Nelkin Paper Award. In 2011, our newest award was renamed in memory
of Susan Leigh Star and Dorothy Nelkin, each of whom contributed in numer-

SKAT
Award Calls

ous ways to our field. SKAT welcomes nominations of published articles that
advance the field of sociology of science, knowledge, and technology. To be
eligible, an article’s earliest date of publication in a scholarly journal (whether
online or in print) must have been in 2012 or 2013. The winner will be honored
at the ASA meetings in San Francisco (August 16-19, 2014) and will receive a
plaque. Self-nominations are welcome. Nominated articles must be received
no later than March 15, 2014. Please send brief nominating statements and
copies of nominated articles in PDF format to all members of the selection
committee, listed below, via email:
Marion Fourcade (chair) (fourcade@berkeley.edu)
Elizabeth Popp Berman (epberman@albany.edu)
Christopher Henke (chenke@colgate.edu)
Kjersten Whittington (whittington@reed.edu)
Steven Epstein (ex officio) (s-epstein@northwestern.edu)

Hacker-Mullins Student Paper Award, 2014
The Science, Knowledge, and Technology Section invites submissions for
the 2014 Hacker-Mullins Graduate Student Paper Award. The winner will be
honored at the ASA meetings in San Francisco (August 16-19, 2014) and will
receive a plaque. The award also comes with a $350 prize. The deadline for
submissions is March 15, 2014. Self-nominations are welcome. To be eligible,
an author must be a student at the time of submission. Published and unpublished papers are accepted; if published, the article must have been published no earlier than 2012. This year’s committee members are Daniel Breslau
(Chair), Erin Leahy, Dan Morrison, Elizabeth Sweeney, and Steven Epstein (ex
officio). Please send the nominated paper and a brief nominating statement in
one PDF document, via email, to Daniel Breslau at dbreslau@vt.edu.

23

S

K

A T

New Articles

Professional
Announcements

O LO GY

Announcements
Pickersgill, Martyn D. 2013. “The Social Life of the Brain: Neuroscience in Society.”
Current Sociology 61: 322-340.

Martyn Pickersgill (University of Edinburgh) has been appointed to the UK Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council “Bioscience for Society”
Strategy Panel, and elected to represent the UK in the ALLEA (Federation of European Academies) Permanent Working Group on “Science and Ethics”.

The journal Transgender Studies Quarterly is calling for submissions for a special

Calls for
Submissions

issue, “Making Transgender Count.” We invite proposals for scholarly essays that
tackle transgender inclusion and/or gender identity/expression measurement and
sampling methods in population studies, demography, epidemiology, and other
social sciences. We also invite submissions that critically engage with the project
of categorizing and counting “trans” populations. Please send full length article
submissions by December 31, 2013 to tsqjournal@gmail.com along with a brief
bio including name, postal address, and any institutional affiliation. To learn more
about the journal and see calls for papers for future special issues, visit http://lgbt.
arizona.edu/tsq-main.
The annual conference Theorizing the Web is calling for submissions for its 2014
event. Our conference is both inter- and non-disciplinary, as we consider insights
from academics, non-academics, and non-“tech theorists” alike to be equally valuable in conceptualizing the Web and its relation to the world. We are looking for
contributions that advance clear theoretical arguments; represent a diverse range
of perspectives; embrace accessibility by demystifying jargon rather than using it
as a crutch; and which, importantly, appeal to concerns of power, social (in)equality, and justice—themes that will also be emphasized in a keynote panel on race and
social media. Please submit 300-500 word abstracts via the conference website by
January 19, 2014: http://theorizingtheweb.tumblr.com/2014/submit. More informa-
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Newletter 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 listserve 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 (wboesel@ucsc.edu)
Patrick Grzanka (patrick.grzanka@asu.edu)
Kirk Jalbert (kirkjalbert@gmail.com)
Dan Morrison (dan.morrison@pepperdine.edu)
Elizabeth Sweeney (chair) (elizabethsweeney@comcast.net)

25

