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The Summary Report on the STS Workshop in Summer 2010 in Tokyo 
 

Practices of Science and Technology Studies: 

Reflexive Takes on Cross-Context Collaboration 
24th (Tue) & 25th (Wed) August 2010 

  
Prior to this year’s 4S Annual Meeting, the STS workshop was organized in Tokyo. STS 
scholars, both young and established, were invited to share their current activities in the field 
of Science and Technology Studies (STS), and to explore emerging opportunities for 
collaboration. The workshop was divided into 2 days, and aimed to identify key issues in STS 
teaching as well as to look into some potential directions of ‘cross-context’ research. 
 

 
<List of Participants> 

(in alphabetical order) 

 
Dr. Tarek Cheniti   Univ. of Oxford, UK 

Dr. Catelijne Coopmans   National Univ. of Singapore, Singapore 

Prof. Joseph Dumit   Univ. of California Davis, USA 

Dr. Samuel Evans   Harvard Univ., USA 

Dr. Parthenia Giannakopoulou  SOKENDAI, Japan 

Dr. Kaori Iida  SOKENDAI, Japan 

Mr. Takayuki Imai  SOKENDAI, Japan 

Dr. Kenji Ito   SOKENDAI, Japan 

Dr. Javier Lezaun  Univ. of Oxford, UK 

Ms. Ling-Fei Lin  Cornell Univ., USA 

Prof. Michael Lynch  Cornell Univ., USA 

Dr. Koichi Mikami  SOKENDAI, Japan 

Prof. Miwao Matsumoto  Univ. of Tokyo, Japan 

Mr. Masataka Nakajima  SOKENDAI, Japan 

Ms. Naoko Kato-Nitta   SOKENDAI, Japan 

Prof. Trevor Pinch   Cornell Univ., USA 

Ms. Honghong Tinn   Cornell Univ., USA 

Prof. Sharon Traweek   Univ. of California Los Angels, USA 

Mr. Tyson Vaughan   Cornell Univ., USA 

Mr. Malte Ziewitz   Univ. of Oxford, UK 

<The DAY 1> 
Introduction 
 
In the Introduction, Dr. Mikami 
briefly explained why he decided 
to organize this workshop. One 
reason was a practical one: many 
STS scholars were coming to 
Tokyo for the 4S Meeting, and it 
offered Japanese scholars a 
wonderful opportunity to have an 
international STS event. The 
other reason, which played a key 
role in designing this workshop, 
was the recurrent emphasis on 
the ‘Asian’-ness, or even on the 
‘Japanese’-ness, of this year’s 4S 
Meeting. He questioned if we, as 
STS scholars, can readily accept 
this assumed boundary between 
‘Western’ and ‘Asian’ or ‘Eastern’ 
STS. This kind of questions is 
closely linked to the notion of 
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‘context’, and he revealed his 
aspiration to develop an 
international network of STS 
scholars to critically engage 
with it, as a result of this 
workshop. 
 

Institute for Science, 
Innovation and Society 

Dr. Javier Lezaun 
(Univ. of Oxford, UK) 

 
Dr. Lezaun’s talk focused on the 
lessons gained from carrying out 
STS in the context of a business 
school. The STS group at Oxford 
is one of the five academic areas 
at the Said Business School, and 
the group is led by Professor 
Steve Woolgar. It is also 
embedded within the School’s 
Institute of Science, Innovation, 
and Society, (InSIS), directed by 
Professor Steve Rayner. The 
group consists of a small group 
of permanent faculty, and 
thriving communities of doctoral 
students and postdoctoral 
researchers. InSIS and the 
group have been home to several 
multimillion research projects, 
including two programs funded 
by the UK Economics and Social 
Research Council (ESRC), and 
the European Union-funded 
ReSIST project (Researching 
Inequality through Science and 
Technology). InSIS has just 
launched a new large program 
on 21st century cities, and 
another one focused on 
intellectual property rights in 
the biosciences. In addition to 
research, teaching plays a key 

role in the group’s presence in 
the business school, offering 
courses on the MPhil, MSc and 
MBA programs, as well as 
supervising doctoral students in 
STS and across the social 
sciences in Oxford. 
  In contrast to the 
experience at Cornell, the 
Oxford group does not enjoy the 
benefits of having its own 
Department and offering its own 
degrees. At the same time, Dr. 
Lezaun suggested, “being at a 
business school offers an 
incredible amount of empirical 
materials”. He also emphasized, 
however, that it requires some 
effort to ‘translate’ insight into 
the idioms of other intellectual 
communities represented in the 
business school, or to use STS 
perspectives to shape the field of 
‘management’. These challenges 
have been reflexively examined 
in a number of international 
conferences organized by the 
group, such as ‘Does STS Mean 
Business?’, ‘A Turn to Ontology’, 
and ‘From Scale to Scalography’. 
 Following the talk by 
Dr. Lezaun, Malte Ziewitz, a 
DPhil candidate at Oxford, 
reported on his experience of 
becoming an ‘Oxford STS 
scholar’. Mr. Ziewits had started 
his doctoral research on 
information and communication 
technologies (ICT) with a non- 
STS approach focusing on 
clearly defined units of analysis 
and rather static hypotheses. 
“Everything was fine until I 
started my fieldwork.” He 

explained that ‘slowly but surely’ 
he began to question his 
research design. Talking to 
Steve Woolgar and other 
members of the Oxford STS 
group, he realized that 
ambiguities can be productively 
turned into topics for inquiry. 
Giving an overview of current 
research projects in the STS 
group, Mr. Ziewitz suggested 
that there are number of 
sensibilities that are frequently 
mobilized, such as a strong 
analytic skepticism, a focus on 
material-semiotic practice, an 
ethnographic stance and an 
interest in provocation. 
 

School for Advanced Sciences 
Assoc. Prof. Kenji Ito 

(SOKENDAI, Japan) 

 
Prof. Ito opened up his talk by 
introducing the current state of 
Japanese higher education. He 
suggested that students in 
social sciences and humanities 
are suffering from the structural 
problems of Japanese education 
system, such as lack of funding, 
and lack of jobs. STS is not an 
exception. The strong emphasis 
on science communication in 
Japanese STS community is a 
direct response to the interest of 
the government in training 
‘socially responsible’ scientists. 

SOKENDAI, officially 
the Graduate University for 
Advanced Studies, is an 
‘umbrella’ organization of PhD 
programs at Inter-University 
Research Institutes. Thanks to 
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its organizational structure, the 
number of researchers exceeds 
the number of students. The 
School of Advanced Sciences is 
located in Hayama, the south of 
Tokyo, and houses a department 
called the Evolutionary Studies 
of Biosystems. The STS group 
there is small, and there are 
currently five faculty members 
and three doctoral students. 
Apart from those who are 
specialized in STS, there are 
students majored in biology, and 
these students are required to 
spend 10% of their time during 
their PhD course on ‘science and 
society’ sub-thesis. He explained 
that this is again based on the 
idea that ‘scientists ought to 
know something about society’ 
or that ‘they should be able to 
explain the value of their work 
to society’. 

The size of the group 
is an issue but he explained that 
it is a good environment to do 
research because little teaching 
load is required for the course 
and also the school provides an 
individual faculty with 
relatively generous funding. 
Furthermore, just as Dr. 
Lezaun’s comment on being in 
the business school, the formal 
association with other research 
institutes offers some 
opportunities for STS research. 
At the same time, he also has 
experienced some struggle to 
explain his scientist colleagues 
about STS work. 
 As a recent example 
of sub-thesis at SOKENDAI, Dr. 

Parthenia Giannakopoulou 
presented her work on the 
repatriation of human skeletal 
remains. Her research 
addresses the legitimacy of 
ownership in the field of 
bioarchaeology, and the 
construction of ethnic identity in 
Tasmania. The skeletal remains 
of Aboriginal origin are valuable 
research objects for the 
scientific community, but they 
are also important sources of 
Tasmanian identity. She argues, 
however, that the history of 
Tasmanian aborigines and the 
future of bioarchaeology are 
intermingled in this conflict. 
 

Department of Science and 
Technology Studies 

Prof. Trevor Pinch 
(Cornell Univ., US) 

 
At the very beginning of his talk, 
Prof. Pinch mentioned that he 
has been involved in different 
kinds of ‘STS’ in his academic 
career, that such an experience 
poses a question to the ‘east- 
west’ divide in STS. 
 Then, he moved on to 
his historical account of Cornell 
STS. ‘Science, Technology and 
Society Program’ was founded 
at Cornell in 1968 by scientists 
and engineers who were 
concerned about the societal 
implications of science and 
technology. It started to offer an 
undergraduate major in Biology 
and Society, which still 
continues today. When a 
graduate program ‘History and 

Philosophy of Science and 
Technology Program’ was 
formed in 1985, it hired new 
faculties. Scholars with 
specialist training in history, 
philosophy and sociology of 
science began to play greater 
roles. 

In 1992, under the 
directorship of Professor Sheila 
Jasanoff, the two programs 
merged into a new STS 
department, which offered a 
new undergraduate major and a 
new PhD course in ‘Science and 
Technology Studies’. In the US 
context, Prof. Pinch emphasized, 
teaching undergraduates is very 
important because university 
administrators pay attention to 
undergraduate enrollments and 
this helps to provide the 
discipline with a ‘space’ and 
resources within the university. 
He also highlighted that, in 
establishing this new 
department, apart from the 
grant from the National Science 
Foundation, the vision of its 
director to merge the two 
programs and the support of 
senior scientists played crucial 
roles. The department expanded 
by offering joint appointments 
with other departments, and 
also by admitting new students 
every year.  

He argued that this 
department structure gives 
them full control over 
administrative decisions within 
the department and also 
legitimizes its position in the 
larger university politics. Their 
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graduates have done very well 
in finding jobs at best 
universities in the world. Again, 
he emphasized that the success 
of the Cornell STS department 
is the result of cooperation 
among faculties; for instance, 
their core course has a reading 
list, to which different 
professors in the past added 
various kinds of STS readings. 

Before he concluded 
his talk, Trevor invited Cornell 
students to introduce their 
research; Tyson Vaughan who 
works on the role of ‘citizen 
science’ in science and disasters, 
Honghong Tinn who studies 
the history of electronic 
computing in Taiwan, and 
Ling-Fei Lin who investigates 
the history of lap-top production 
in East Asia. As a result of 
strong commitments from its 
students as well as its faculty 
members, the Cornel STS 
department has managed to 
develop its own culture. One 
good example of this culture is 
the development of what is 
called the ‘common idiom’, that 
is, the key STS concepts that are 
likely to be shared in different 
kinds of research areas that 
faculties and students are 
working on. Trevor mentioned 
that he sees STS as an emerging 
discipline, rather than an 
interdisciplinary field. Cornell 
faculties and graduates have 
been playing some leading roles 
in the community of STS, and 
the department hopes to 
continue playing a leading role 

in the development of STS – a 
possible danger in the future is 
that demands for more policy 
research and the teaching of 
ethics will become disconnected 
from the fundamental insights 
into the nature of science and 
technology which have been 
achieved. 
 

University of California STS 
Network 

Prof. Sharon Traweek 
(Univ. of California Los Angeles) 

Prof. Joseph Dumit 
(Univ. of California Davis) 

 
Prof. Traweek opened up their 
talk by introducing the UC 
system, in which everything is 
distributed across different 
campuses, including activities, 
resources, and students. “It may 
be surprising”, she suggested, 
“to see how dramatically the 
access to such resources has 
changed in the last 20 years”. 
California has the three-tier 
system in higher education, 
which is designed for ‘mobility’. 
Many students at UC come from 
community colleges as ‘transfer’ 
students, and it also attracts a 
significant number of 
international students from all 
over the world. She agreed with 
Prof. Pinch’s comment about the 
importance of teaching activities. 
This is even so at UC because 
the number of students is 
closely tied to the ways in which 
the various resources are 
distributed among the UC 
campuses. 

 To link STS scholars 
and their activities across the 
different UC campuses in this 
context, the California Science 
and Technology Studies 
Network was developed. Prof. 
Dumit explained that this 
network enables collaboration in 
various activities, such as 
development of course materials, 
supervision, and grant 
application. One of main STS 
events organized by this 
network is called ‘Summer 
Retreat’. This is a 2.5-day camp 
to bring faculties and students 
from different campuses 
together. He reported that this 
year they had 13 faculty 
members and 47 graduate 
students from 10 different 
campuses joined the Retreat. In 
this event, there are no classes 
but a couple of workshops. He 
emphasized that “its major 
components are socialization 
and seminars for 
professionalization” which cover 
topics like job strategies, writing 
tips, publication and teaching 
methods. The event starts by 
‘STS in 3 minutes’; everyone 
gets 2 slides and 3 minutes and 
they have to introduce 
themselves to others. He 
emphasized that it is not only a 
good way to get to know other 
people but also to identify and to 
develop common sensibilities, 
just as the ‘common idioms’ that 
Prof. Pinch talked about, and 
that it is becoming a great way 
to build a STS community at 
UC. 
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 According to Prof. 
Traweek, there are many 
different kinds of research 
institutions across UC which 
are related to STS, such as 
ethnic studies, information 
studies, gender studies and so 
on, and that they encourage 
people to go beyond their 
institutional territories and to 
share their intellectual 
resources. Prof. Dumit also 
presented the chart showing 
which campus offers what 
course, and introduced activities 
at each UC campuses. Their size, 
focus and style vary, and some 
are more active, yet some are 
still work-in-progress. Based on 
his experience at UC Davis, Prof. 
Dumit suggested that 
sometimes it is crucial to 
tactically demarcate STS work 
from other disciplines looking at 
similar areas, such as business 
studies. Reflecting her current 
collaborations, Prof. Traweek 
also emphasized that the 
culture of ‘sharing’ is important, 
and that research activities 
often involves sharing at 
international levels as much as 
the local scale. Their talk was 
summed up by Prof. Dumit’s 
comment that there might be 
ways to frame our work to let 
others understand and possibly 
to make this sharing happen. 
 

Discussion 
 
After we explored current STS 
activities happening in different 
places in the world, we looked at 

some issues common in our 
experiences. First, Dr. Mikami 
raised an issue of STS identity 
and how it relates to the 
resistance from other similar 
disciplines like sociology and 
history. Prof. Pinch suggested 
that it comes down to the 
competition for resources. Prof. 
Dumit replied to Prof. Lynch 
saying that even when his STS 
program offered some resources 
for a joint appointment, he faced 
the strong resistance against 
STS from some other 
disciplines. 

In relation to the STS 
identity, Prof. Michael Lynch 
suggested that the lack of 
bureaucratic identity across the 
work, unfortunately, makes it 
difficult for STS to achieve an 
academic status like economics 
or sociology. Yet, Prof. Pinch 
pointed out that STS often 
manages to win relatively large 
grants in comparison to other 
fields in social science, and that 
this may allow it to form the 
foundation in academia. Prof. 
Dumit commented that making 
a list of things that other people 
listen to can be useful to do 
interdisciplinary projects. In 
relation to this discussion, Ms. 
Lin also raised the issue of 
career in STS, and how it may 
be difficult to find an academic 
post in STS. 

The discussion moved 
on to the notion of common 
idiom. There were some 
questions about the 
transferability of such idioms. 

Prof. Pinch’s response to it was 
to remember the importance of 
local contexts in their 
development. Prof. Dumit 
further added that it is 
interesting to know that “the 
common idioms are developed in 
the forms of question”. Their 
‘commonality’ ought not to be 
taken for granted, and should be 
discovered in the course of 
conversation. 

Dr. Samuel Evans, 
then, pointed out that the 
current situation of Japanese 
STS seems to resemble the early 
days of Cornell STS, and he 
asked if there are any lessons 
that we can bring from the US 
or the UK to Japan about how to 
attract more social scientists to 
the field. Prof. Ito commented 
that the issue of convincing 
scientists and the government of 
the value of STS work seems to 
be more urgent in Japan. 
 

<The DAY 2>  
 
While no ‘conclusion’ was drawn 
from the Day 1, all the issues 
raised in the discussion seemed 
to be important and worthy of 
further engagement. 

The focus of the Day 2 
was on the research-side of STS 
activities. We started by looking 
into issues of methodology in 
‘cross-context’ research, and, 
then, moved on to the discussion 
of how we can approach the 
notion of ‘context’ in STS. The 
aspiration was to identify some 
research areas where we can 



 6 

take advantage of an inter- 
national scholarly network. 
 

Methodology 
 
1. Ethnography 

Dr. Tarek Cheniti 
(Univ. of Oxford, UK) 

 
Dr. Cheniti’s talk was based on 
his doctoral research on internet 
governance. He used both 
on-line and off-line ethnography 
to look at ‘situated, 
unpredictable and contingent 
manifestations of governance’. 

One of his two 
ethnographic sites was the 
Second Life. It is the world of 
avatars and virtual objects, and 
promotes the idea of governance 
that is democratic and inclusive. 
The other site was the United 
Nations Internet Governance 
Forum (the “first life”), which 
focuses on the institutionalized 
framework of governance. He 
explained that ‘the thesis is 
about the movement across the 
two sites and is about us, me 
and my avatar, called Hannibal’. 
 He looked at what 
pictures do in the two worlds, 
for instance. The visualized 
action of avatars in the Second 
Life is open to interpretation. 
Similarly, the picture presented 
in the first life does not mean 
anything on its own, but it gains 
its meaning through actions 
around it. There are also other 
visual materials that are 
enacted by actions. 
 There are some points 

in this multi-sited ethnographic 
research that may be 
interesting for STS. He argued 
that relations in the field 
change in space and time. 
Therefore, he as a researcher 
needed to manage different 
temporalities at the same time. 
Also, these sites are by no 
means clearly bounded as such, 
and his engagement with the 
sites was important part of 
ethnography. He also suggested 
that the objects are always open 
to multiple interpretations and 
subject to ontological politics. So, 
a researcher needs to pay 
careful attention to material 
and human arrangements in the 
site. 

Finally, there is the issue of 
reflexivity. As STS scholars, we 
need to negotiate our identities 
in the field. He concluded his 
talk by suggesting that ‘our 
roles are always shifting in the 
field and so are those of natives 
we study’ and that ethnography 
should be used as a tool of 
provocation, rather than simply 
providing a description. 
 

2. In-depth Interview 
Dr. Koichi Mikami 

(SOKENDAI, Japan) 

 
Dr. Mikami talked about his 
experience of doing interviews 
in two different countries, the 
UK and Japan. For his doctoral 
research on tissue engineering, 
he conducted total of 72 
interviews with scientists and 
other stakeholders in the two 

national contexts. 
 When he prepared for 
his fieldwork, he went through 
textbooks on in-depth interview, 
in which interview is described 
as ‘purposeful conversation’, and 
the importance of its ‘flow’ is 
highlighted: a researcher is not 
supposed to ask questions but 
ought to let the interviewees 
speak about the subject topic. 
Some textbooks also emphasize 
the importance of ‘appropriate’ 
settings, which often means 
minimum disturbance, 
sufficient length of time, 
comfortable place, and so 
on.articles on phenomenological 
interview also encourage doing 
interviews in a ‘real’ context: a 
supermarket for consumer 
research, and possibly a lab for 
science studies. While these tips 
may sound reasonable, he 
explained that the actual 
experience of doing interviews 
do not work like that. 

For instance, the idea 
of personal information differs 
from context to context. In 
Japan, it was very difficult to 
find email addresses of those he 
wanted to talk to. Even when he 
manage to find the addresses, 
he often had to not only explain 
but also justify why he was 
contacting his interviewees, and 
sometimes he had to do so not to 
the interviewees themselves but 
to others, like their secretary. 
The idea of time can also be 
different, and some interviewees 
did not give as much time as 
originally scheduled. In many 
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cases, he did not have any 
control over where to have the 
interviews. And it could happen 
at an office or a café. 

All these differences 
are likely to have affected the 
ways in which interviews were 
conducted. However, this does 
not mean the failure of 
fieldwork, Dr. Mikami argued. 
One should take advantage of 
such a situation and ought to 
carefully observe how the 
interview settings are organized. 
Such an observation not only 
indicates boundaries enacted by 
the interviewees but also 
reveals how they perceive the 
identity of the interviewer. Such 
extra information may be 
particularly valuable in a 
cross-context study. 
 

3. Archival Study 
Ms. Honghong Tinn 

(Cornell University, US) 

 
The last speaker in this session 
was Honghong, and she talked 
about how she integrates 
information collected from 
archives in the US and Taiwan 
for her PhD research, focusing 
on a particular historical event 
– a Taiwanese government 
agency asked a US foreign-aid 
agency to purchase electronic 
computers in 1959 but this 
request was declined. 

To understand this 
event, she visited two different 
archives and went over 
historical documents produced 
by both Taiwanese and US 

agencies: the former is the 
Council for United States Aid 
(CUSA), and the latter is the 
United States International 
Cooperation Administration 
(ICA). In the ‘50s and ‘60s, these 
two agencies worked closely to 
manage US aid to Taiwan. The 
archival documents of the CUSA 
are collected at Academia Sinica, 
Taiwan, and the archival 
documents of the ICA’s Taipei 
office are stored at the US 
National Archives in Maryland. 

By studying the 
CUSA file, she found out that 
the ICA declined the request 
because it did not consider the 
volume of US-aid transactions 
in Taiwan as sufficient to justify 
the purchase of even a single 
computer. She also visited the 
US National Archives to see 
whether the US side had more 
documents on this matter, but 
the result was rather 
disappointing. Instead, she 
found several reports that 
analyzed how IBM punch-card 
machinery improved record- 
keeping routines at the CUSA 
and the ICA’s Taipei office, year 
by year. From these records, she 
learned that, although the 
CUSA’s original request was 
declined, the ICA updated the 
CUSA’s punch-card machinery 
in the fall of 1959. 
 She argued that, to 
study international exchanges 
of science and technology, one 
should examine archives from a 
variety of countries and 
institutions, as they may 

present ‘inconsistent’ pictures of 
a historical event. Examining 
different archives is particularly 
important for the STS research 
concerning the Cold War, 
because the circulation of 
expertise and technological 
artifacts was central to the 
construction of societies and 
polities during this period. 
 

‘Context’ in STS 
 
“Cross-Context Mismatch in 
Bio-Ethics: Clarification by 
Sector Model” 

Prof. Miwao Matsumoto 
(University of Tokyo, Japan) 

 
To the question ‘is there such a 
thing as East Asian STS?’ Prof. 
Matsumoto’s answer was ‘yes 
and no’. ‘Yes’ because it is 
always possible to find 
something ‘East Asian’ as a 
subject matter for STS research: 
and ‘no’ because there is no such 
a thing as an ‘East Asian’ 
framework of STS. He further 
suggested that ‘different agents 
in a single society could perceive 
the same concept in completely 
different manners’, and this 
approach would open up a space 
for ‘context’ in STS research. 
 The topics of STS 
have been extensive, and it is 
difficult to obtain its overview. 
Yet, he suggested that ‘three 
universes’ of STS discourse 
would give conceptual order to 
STS work. First, some STS work 
focuses on the internal structure 
of the community of scientists 
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and engineers. Second, some 
studies look at the social process 
in which science and technology 
are institutionalized. Finally, 
some scholars concern more 
about how such science and 
technology interact with society. 
The main focus of Japanese STS 
community has been on science 
communication, for which the 
government has tended to be the 
major sponsor. However, he 
suggested that there is also 
another intellectual trend led by 
the Japan Association for 
Science, Technology and Society 
(JASTS). This trend fits to the 
third of the three universes, and 
aims to increase scholarly and 
policy relevance of STS. 
 He used an example 
of bioethics and the ‘four sectors’ 
model to demonstrate this point. 
Sectors are heterogeneous social 
groups, and the four sectors are 
characterized as governmental, 
academic, industrial and 
citizens.  The complexity of 
science – technology – society 
interface, he argued, can be 
captured as the interaction of 
these four sectors. In these four 
sectors, the idea of bioethics is 
perceived and discussed 
differently, and for this reason 
‘mismatch’ emerges when more 
than two sectors come to 
interact. The studies in public 
understanding of science (PUS) 
have done remarkable work in 
demonstrating the mismatches 
mostly between academic and 
citizens sectors. In contrast, the 
sectors model is capable of 

highlighting the problem that 
none of these four sectors is 
willing to make social decisions 
because each sector has its own 
idea of bioethics and knows it is 
not transferable to other sectors. 
As a result, the responsibility 
tends to be passed on to other 
sectors circularly within society. 
 He concluded that by 
treating ‘context’ as a social one, 
rather than, geographical one, 
STS research is able to capture 
the structural problems within 
society and therefore improve 
its policy relevance. 
 

“‘Western’ as a political 
category: A topic for studies of 
science, technology & medicine” 

Prof. Michael Lynch 
(Cornell University, US) 

 
Prof. Lynch started his talk by 
showing various contexts in 
which the idea of ‘western’ is 
meaningfully used. He also 
suggested that the word 
‘western’ is used as an 
opposition to different things, 
such as ‘eastern’, ‘non-western’, 
‘traditional’ and so on. From his 
point of view, academic use of 
this term tends to be like what 
Ian Hacking explained as an 
‘elevator word’, which indicates 
the grand and sweeping idea but, 
at the same time, has lost its 
local nuance and its empirical 
specificity. Although there are 
various schools of thoughts that 
discuss the usage of the word 
‘western’ in a general sense, as 
long as STS is to pursue the 

case-based approach, we would 
rather remain sensitive to the 
local meanings of the word. 
 Then, Prof. Lynch 
presented an example of a 
controversy over ‘CT scan’ in 
Korea, based on a study done by 
his student, Eunjeong Ma, and 
himself. This research looks at 
the boundary between ‘oriental’ 
and ‘western’ medicines and the 
political conflicts around it. He 
explained that the dispersion of 
‘western’ medicine in Korea was 
closely tied to the Japanese 
colonization of the country. 
Therefore, it sometimes 
connotes otherness, which its 
proponents may need to deny. 
The word ‘oriental’, in contrast, 
is used to refer to medicine that 
existed prior to the war period. 

As these two systems 
of medicine became to co-exist in 
the post-war period, several 
‘oriental’ techniques, like use of 
herbs and acupuncture, are 
absorbed into ‘western’ medicine. 
The same also happened to 
some ‘western’ techniques, and 
CT scan is an example where its 
use in both of the two systems 
resulted in jurisdictional 
dispute. In this dispute, not only 
practitioners express their 
views to legitimize or 
delegitimize the use of CT scan 
at ‘oriental’ clinics but also 
juries at court try to demarcate 
‘western’ medicine from ‘oriental’ 
one to settle the dispute. In the 
series of these discussions, the 
ideas about its ‘purpose’, 
‘history’ and ‘practice’ are 
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employed in multiple ways to 
determine the nature of CT 
scan. 
 Based on this 
example, Prof. Lynch argued 
that how certain knowledge 
becomes to work in a particular 
context can be a topic of STS, 
and scholars in East Asia are in 
the great position to do it and to 
investigate its political and 
geographical implications. The 
question, therefore, is not so 
much about whether there is or 
should be ‘eastern’ or ‘western’ 
STS, but if there is then we 
should look at why they exist 
and how they become to do so. 
 

Discussion 
Dr. Catelijne Coopmans 

(National Univ. of Singapore, Singapore) 

 
Dr. Coopmans opened up the 
discussion by suggesting some 
implications of topicalizing 
‘Western’ and ‘Asian’ for STS 
researchers, especially for those 
who are located in Asian 
countries. 
 In Singapore, there is 
a science complex called 
‘Biopolis’. It is a research and 
development hub to be an 
innovative and creative space 
for researchers in the field of 
biotechnology. To attract ‘global’ 
talents, it was argued, the city 
needed to have ‘western’ values, 
which are often related to the 
notion of creativity, as well as to 
maintain ‘eastern’ values at its 
heart. Her question was in what 
way such discourses might 

inform the everyday life of local 
students, for example. 
 She also suggested 
that STS researchers at the 
National University of 
Singapore have to engage with 
the idea of ‘Asia’ to situate their 
work and convince others of its 
value. The term ‘Western’ and 
‘Asian’ become important 
resources for engaging certain 
critical audiences, such as 
government-related funding 
bodies. She emphasized the 
importance of ‘audience’ in 
thinking about the ideas of 
‘western’ and ‘eastern’ STS. 
 Following the opening 
comments, Prof. Traweek 
argued that we may want to 
think about this issue in 
relation to the series of studies 
on binary classification and the 
discussion of power. She also 
mentioned her experience of 
looking at how machines become 
appreciated in local contexts. 
The dichotomy of ‘western’ and 
‘eastern’ and how it achieves a 
particular kind of geography 
should be subject to our STS 
research. 
 Prof. Pinch stressed 
the importance of comparing 
with other fields than science, 
and drew on his recent interest 
in music. He explained that 
there is ‘world’ music but he has 
not heard of ‘world’ science or 
‘world’ medicine. The terms of 
use seem to require critical 
engagement. Dr. Evans followed 
up by suggesting that ‘world’ 
music is a collection of 

distinctive local traditions, and 
that it may be the case that, as a 
precondition to have ‘world’ 
science, ‘local’ sciences may need 
to exist. 

 In pursuing the 
case-based approach in a 
politically charged context, Prof. 
Pinch asked, if a researcher’s 
view play a considerable role. 
Prof. Lynch’s reply was that, 
while one would try to maintain 
his or her neutrality, in some 
cases a researcher may be asked 
to involve in one side or the 
other in a political dispute. In 
relation to this, Prof. 
Matsumoto pointed out that the 
‘double-contingency’ between 
STS research and its social 
conditions needs to be carefully 
attended. 
 Prof. Ito raised the 
point that STS concepts are 
often appreciated in a local 
context of a researcher. Dr. 
Mikami suggested that the field 
of STS also seems to exhibit the 
similar politics in relation to the 
binary of ‘western’ and ‘eastern’. 
Therefore, we may need to 
carefully think about our own 
use of this binary in STS 
practices. Prof. Lynch added 
that not only how we do it but 
also who demands it is 
important. This links to Dr. 
Coopmans’ comment to 
highlight the notion of audience 
in designing our research 
projects, and Prof. Lynch also 
added how it is difficult not to 
deal with such demands.
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<After Thoughts> 
‘Reflection on the Reflexive Takes’ 

Dr. Koichi Mikami 
(SOKENDAI, Japan) 

I have no intention to draw any conclusion from this exploratory workshop, but there are many issues 
that open up a space for further engagement. 
 Learning about the history and the development of other STS programs was very helpful to 
think about what we can do in Japan and how we may want to advance STS as an academic discipline. 
Its identity needs to be flexible enough to engage and collaborate with other disciplines, and yet it ought 
to maintain its critical sensitivity to ‘taken-for-granted’ notions in everyday life. As Dr. Evans suggested 
in the discussion, we need to ask then if we have to follow the same route as the Cornell STS group, 
which developed its identity within the university as well as a wider academic field. I would like to visit 
other universities to see the environments of STS groups and to explore the possibilities for international 
collaboration, not only in research but also in teaching. 
 An important lesson that I learnt from the first day was the importance of communal 
interactions, and the development of the ‘common idiom’ at Cornell and the Retreat at UC are good 
examples of such interactions. Two months after the workshop, Dr. Kaori Iida and I organized an event 
called ‘Hayama STS Boot Camp’. We invited other 7 young scholars from other universities and another 
one from SOKENDAI to have intensive debates on STS articles. The theme was ‘power in science and 
technology’, and we assigned each participant to read some well-known articles prior to the event. We 
hope to do this event twice a year to create a critical mass of STS scholars in Japan. 
 The second day of the workshop provided some topics for further discussion. The most 
interesting one to me was about the politics of ‘western-eastern’ dichotomy, and I would like to study how 
the ideas of ‘West’ and ‘East’ are employed in different contexts. As Prof. Traweek suggested in the 
discussion, this question can be linked to the social construction of geography, and we can also examine 
this topic in the light of ‘scalography’, which the Oxford STS group has been actively working on. 
 I would also like to know more about the identity of STS. As suggested in the final discussion, 
sometimes we have to use the words like ‘western’ and ‘eastern’ to present our project to particular 
audiences. I believe that there are many other ways of framing STS to demonstrate its value. As 
observed in the workshop, ‘bioethics’ to biologists, ‘governance’ to policy makers, and ‘innovation’ to 
engineers may be some examples of such presentation. How the value of STS is enacted in the 
interaction with other disciplines may be an interesting topic to explore. 

Finally, I still do not have any answer to the question posed by Steve Woolgar when I was 
planning this event, which was ‘how the STS concepts travel across different contexts’. Before the 
workshop I was thinking about this question in terms of how they are translated into the work of 
Japanese STS scholars and how it relates to the local context of such work. Now, I sense that the same 
question may be valid in terms of different disciplinary contexts. This issue, again, seems to be worthy of 
further discussion. 

I would like to end this summary report by thanking all the participants for their valuable 
contribution and also many others who helped me to organize this workshop. As an important aim of this 
workshop was to develop an international collaboration, I really hope to discuss some of these issues 
further and turn them into collaborative research projects in the near future.   
        (1st December 2010) 


