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Minutes
SKAT

August 10, 2009

San Francisco

Present:  Berman, Carroll, Casper, Croissant, Halpern, Kinchy, Kleinman, Moore, Orr, Prasad
Absent:  Prasad 

1) Welcome and Thanks (Moore)
a. Thanks to outgoing and continuing council members, especially those who worked on committees, award committees….
b. Welcome to incoming council members

2) Approval of Minutes from 2008: 1st Kleinman; 2nd Carroll.  Approved.
3) Reports

a. Budget (Moore):  Orr moved acceptance of budget as it stands today;  Berman seconded
i. We are building an endowment, which will allow monetary awards for our award winners.  This isn’t part of the budget.

ii. See Proposed Budget (appended)

1. Not yet clear how much dues money we will receive.

2. We will end up with a financial surplus.

a. ASA does not like surpluses.

b. Membership (Moore):  362 from 387.

i. Many sections lost members this year.

ii. Some of our loss includes people who didn’t renew for our section, but did renew for ASA.  Others didn’t renew with ASA at all.

iii. Membership secretary needs to reach out to people who dropped out of the section.  

iv. Need to promote diversity in the section, in particular in our activities.  Diversity builds vibrancy of intellectual life

v. Heavy overlap with culture, sex and gender, economic soc, organizations, environmental soc, and medical.  Culture is the largest ASA section.  Little overlap with sections that study race and ethnicity.  

c. Hacker Mullins Committee (Carroll):  Appended
i. 21 papers submitted.  Generally high quality.  Diverse set of papers.  Perhaps 20% from outside the US.  Only 2 women.  Not much difficulty coming to consensus on winner.
ii. David Schleifer winner.
iii. Informal determination that we should publicly announce the winner sufficiently early so that this information can be published in the conference program.

d. Merton Award Committee (Prasad): Appended report
i. Contacted 22 publishers.

ii. Nominations from 14 publishers.

iii. Moved the deadline up by a month.

iv. Some publishers were clueless about what to send.

1. Suggestion to send publishers list of previous winners.

v. Criteria used by committee:  Analytical, empirical quality and what takes STS in newest most interesting direction.

vi. Winner:  David Hess.  Alternative Pathways in Science and Industry.
vii. Honorable Mention:  Maren Klawiter.  The Biopolitics of Breast Cancer.
e. Nominations (Moore)

i. Smith-Doerr asked people broadly and specifically to run.
ii. This  year we will have two council positions and secretary-treasurer open.
1. Smith-Doerr suggested not the usually subjects—diversify council membership.
4) New Business

a. Paper Award (Moore):  What about a paper award?
i. Could alternate years—book one, paper the other.

ii. Broad consensus that there should be a paper award.

iii. Statement of intent brought before the membership via email/ website.
1. Every two years.

2. End of discussion in June.  Two calls for feedback, after ASA and in the spring.

b. Merton Achievement Award (Moore).  Have had on the books, but have never given it.

i. Once every three years.

ii. Open up for section membership input.

iii. Have the council make the award determination.

c. Nominations Process:  For committees
i. Awards committees:  avoid conflict of interest.

ii. Limit junior faculty time commitments.

iii. Merton:  Orr (chair), Berman; need 3rd at large representative.
iv. Nominations Casper (chair), Orr (assistance)

v. Hacker Mullins: Halperin (chair), Kinchy; need 3rd at large representative.
vi. Membership:  Henke (chair)

vii. Mentoring Coordinator:   Prasad
viii. Mini-conference possibility coordinator:  Carroll with Moore
d. Liaison with other organizations:  Bylaw calls for.  
e. Mentoring:  See above Nominations
f. Extra Money:  See budget above
g. 2010 Meeting:  
i. Bourdieu and Science (Albert)

ii. Sociology of Economic Knowledge (Berman)

iii. Other two sessions:

1. Possible topics

a. Racialized Science? Anthony Hatch, Alondra Nelson

b. Human rights….
c. Circulate ideas among council.
h. Mini-conference:  See nominations above
5) More adjourned.

Sincerely submitted,

Daniel Kleinman

2009 Hacker-Mullins Report

We had 21 papers submitted, which is a little less than last year, but enough for a good competition.  The committee was surprised at the gender disparity.  All but one of the submissions was from male students.  I personally have no idea why that was the case, but I think students are most likely to submit papers when encouraged to do so by their primary advisors.  Perhaps we could find a way to encourage faculty in the section to consider advising their students to submit.  On the other hand the committee, if we include the chair as ex-officio, was 75% female.  Anyway the gender disparity is bit of a mystery, though stranger things have happened.  It’s certainly something we might want to talk about.

It’s very difficult to discern the distribution of the submissions with respect to other community or identity markers, though we could gather that all but four were from the US.  Two were from Canada, one from Germany, and one from Britain.  I was a little surprised we did not have more international submissions given the way SKAT overlaps with STS, but on reflection about 20% is not bad.  Cornell had the most applications with three, followed by Chicago with two.  

We found the quality of the papers to be generally very good and we believe this bodes well for the field.  However we agreed that about five or six stood out.  It was difficult to make the call when we got down to the last two or three, but ultimately we all agreed and are comfortable with the final decision.  

Since I was on the committee last year I’ll just finish by noting that our winner submitted a less well developed version of his paper last year, and it made it to the long short list.   So maybe we should remind students that there is no rule against submitting a revised version of a paper again, or at least not that I know of.

Patrick Carroll

Report: Robert K. Merton Book Award, 2009

There was an overwhelming response for the Robert K. Merton Book Award this year with 32 nominated books, out of which 30 were eligible for the award. Altogether 22 publishers were contacted (first in November & then in January), and we eventually received nominated books from 14 of them (we had to decline nominations from one publisher as it was past the deadline). Many of the books were from the field of Science and Technology Studies (STS), but several others analyzed issues such as for example Seattle protests, networking, genealogies of citizenship, and business choices in the context of technological transformations. The quality of many of the books that were nominated was really good. The books were evaluated based on a combination of three criteria – (i) quality of empirical/archival material, (ii) analytical contribution, and (iii) which book takes the field of STS farthest.  The three committee members (Mathieu Albert and Chris Ganchoff, apart from me) had two long phone meetings, after short-listing seven books, in which we debated the pros and cons of these books and then two of them were selected for the award and the honorable mention.

Amit Prasad

2009-2010 Proposed Budget

Section on Science, Knowledge and Technology

INCOME: 

Beginning Balance 7/31/09:  $7486

Allocation ASA:        $1000

ASA $2/member:    $720

    Total:                      $9206

EXPENSES: 

Hacker-Mullins Award:  $250

Award Plaques:               $100

Council Luncheon:          $250

Reception:                        $3407

RKM Winner Reg:           $150

    Total:                           $4307                 

ENDING BALANCE 7/31/09:    $4899

