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Field Note: Feb. 4 First Meeting
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Our first meeting was really just a brainstorm of different directions we might want to go individually in researching normativity. Ideas thrown out on the table included facutly genealogies, research of different STS handbooks, oral histories with faculty members, general examination of norms in publications, etc.  A few people decided to follow specific research ideas (such as the genealogies of different faculty members) while others wanted to think more about how they might approach the concept of normativity. We set a date to have more concrete ideas posted in the wiki within the week. We also agreed to look for different frameworks that might hold the narrative together, from digital tools (such as Google Maps and Pinterest) to more straightforward linear narratives written in the wiki. 

One concern raised in the group was that our narrative would be made public via the Social Epistemology website. People expressed feelign somewhat intimidated that scholars would have access to our work online, and be able to comment on it, and because we wanted to include something we could be proud of as a publication. 





Field Note: Feb. 11 Brainstorm Session
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Feb. 11: Crystal leading the discussion of concept narrative

On this day, we began to brainstorm and map out the connections between our different appraoches. We were looking for trends or overarching themes that might tether our collective interests together, as well as those concrete approaches to the subject that we could being to explore.  We discussed the role of silence, conflicts of interest, higher education, risk, and economics. In terms of modes of exploration, we raised the idea that irony, parady, and humor might be helpful to the project as a way to “unveil” norms.
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Feb. 11 Brainstorm result




Field Note: March 20 Tension About Format and Coherence

After our last meeting, it became challenging to get everyone to stay in class from 11:30 to noon to discuss our project. No judgment intended. People needed time to process and to research before discussing their ideas. Yet some people wanted to make sure that we had a plan moving forward. These conversations led to a meeting after class between four members of the team, two of whom felt we had no unified theme or narrative idea. They expressed concern that without a unifying vision, the project might simply be seen as a bunch of images or links without coherence. Another person felt that the more individualized approach meant that a unifying narrative would be challenging and that we should let the inidivual projects remain unencumbered by grand narratives. 

David and Jen exchanged emails that illustrated the tension.
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David:





Jen’s response, seen below, shows that she felt uncomfortable with the idea of distilling complex ideas into one sentence, especially since people were still trying to figure out their point of view on the subject.  She felt like an organic approach to assembling the narrative would reveal connections, whereas David wanted these to be more explicit. 
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Field Note: March 25 Reporting to the Group

We took turns giving our one-sentence summary, which David recorded and rewrote for the planning wiki. Each person also reported on their status with their work, which revealed various stages of preparation. Some were still waiting on documents to analyze while others had made some headway with their narrative pieces. We made the decision to post our works in progress by Wednesday, April 10 so that we could begin stiching it together in anticipation of the May 3 deadline.
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Field Note: April 15
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From: David Winyard Hide
‘Subject: Requests for Mondays Class
Date: March 20, 2013 62223 PM EDT Inbox - VT

From: David Winyard

Dear Team Mates:

1. With the semester pastthe halfway point, it will be important for everyone to participate in the Concept Narrative discussion at the end of next Monday's
class, and probably all remaining classes, ntil we agree to adjourn.

2.1 order to pull together our individual efiorts nto a coherent message-ifindeed that is possible--please come to class on Monday with one or two.
sentences that summarize what your Concept Narrative work says about “The Normative in STS."

Thank you!

David Winyard

“This forwarded message was sent via Scholar Messages from the “The Normative in STS" site. To reply to this message click this link o access Messages
forthis site: The Normative in STS.




image7.jpeg
i
i
£
m

Oursrhedioe~

T

DEPALC IR





image1.jpeg
,\
|
{
{
|
!
|
W

En

e e ——

S~ &
e e





image2.jpeg




image3.jpeg
§
£
g





image4.png
On Mar 19, 2013, at 535 PM, 0sv4008@viedu wrote:
From: David Winyard

HiJen:

‘What do you think of sending out e following as a way of focusing everyone's work on norms?

oow

Al

‘After Monday's class, four of us stayed to discuss the Concept Narrative assignment. In order o pulltogether our individual effors into a
ﬁmg‘ message, fatispossbs, | suggesthat e all eview e asignment and come o class on Moncay it  egponse 1 the
In one sentence, what does your Concept Narrative work say about Norms in STS?

1l post his to the Wiki for your responses too.

Thank you!

oow

“This forwarded message was sent via Scholar Messages from the “The Normative in STS" site. To reply to this message click this ink to access
Messages for tis site: The Normative in STS,
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On Wed, Mar 20, 2013 at 7:53 AM, Jennifer Henderson <hender| @vt.edu> wrote:
Hey Dave,

‘Sounds good overall. | have two questions:

1) Im not sure that the way this question is phrased is he problem I thought we were discussing ater class. Isnt it more about the story each
person s trying totell about norms given their partiular nterests in approaching this nairative? That is, we want each person talk about the story
Jou'e tying o el (or another way fo think about tis whal each person hopes their partcular approach might reveal about both norms butalso.
heir own place in the normatve feld). That i, | can see the pointof this assignment it doesn’ gt rflected through our indvidual inerests and
fesearch. Thats Collier' pointin ths ciass, 00. How do YOU grapple with norms as an STS person and how will s shape your work?

For example, | would say that I'm hoping 1o tell a personal story about how my own dissertation interests have been shaped by my committee
‘members coursesfresearch and thus my institution's commitment to certain norms. So what does my personal genealogy say about STS norms?
(Note that Im not nterested in people outside my committee per se, except as they\ve influenced my normative thinking. But again, if you wantto
cover everyone in the department, thats fine. | just don't see why if fhey're not on anyone's comitiee~at least in our course.) What other
resources or people must  draw from in order 1o discover those norms that are important to my work (ifthey're not found at VT)? So | guess Im
getiing at something like, how does a student in an STS program like VT make sense of and learn about norms given the contextof her speific
‘education? What does this STS program teach me about my own normative commitments and what ought tteach me? The latter question is stil
something Im working to figure out.

My arguably myopic approach could connectto those larger norms Tim s identifying, which, by the way, were ALL identified and discussed in
one class: Gary Downey's *Allernate Perspectives in STS last spring. This course used 1o be a capstone STS course but now is not offered
regulary, nor regularly by him. So when s taugh, it could be through someane else who may not focus on norms.

S0 a genealogy of Gary’s work, not just his dissertation but his coursework and publications, has provided the framework for THIS class, since
weVe all basically defaulted to Tim's listof 11 norms as a part of some grand narrative. Very interesting. One class is shaping our project as f it
were the grand representation of major STS norms.

“This s what | meant by suggesting that twill al come together based on how people are approaching their respeciive interests in the normtive
project, There doesnt have to be one story (and frankly Im uneasy with this suggestion, especially in a progra that teaches us to distrust grand

narratives). But | think you and | are on the same page with atleast geting a sense from people about how they see thir research contributing to
the larger project.

2) Why limithe response to one sentence? Ifind that asking people to do this means they focus more on the sentence than the content. Is there

areason to limit sentences? (ifthe reason is to keep it brief or o not put any pressure on folks, this one-sentence requirement might backiire). Or
intranslation to speaking, pehaps we can suggest everyone come with an explanation in 5 minutes or less.

Asin my example above, | could easily explain myself in a paragraph or 5 minutes. It didn' take t0o long and is, 1 hope, what you feel you need
to know about my contributions as an answer 1o the question you've posed in your email.

Not sure this is helpful in a simple sense. As | said, Im not a inear and focused thinker. )

“Thanks for offering to email everyone. | do think we should emphasize that we need people to stay the entire 30 minutes next week o we can get
though everyone's explanation and set up deadines for uture benchmarksidue dates.

Take care,
Jen
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