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SUMMARY: Associations between STS schools with main fields of STS scholarship could not 

be made by tracing faculty PhD dissertation advisors. Instead, STS programs displayed deep 

eclecticism with respect to main threads of STS, even when they are perceived to have strong 

connections with one method or another. 

HYPOTHESIS: The normative commitments of STS programs may be inferred by tracing 

faculty dissertation advisors to exemplars of fields of STS scholarship. 

APPROACH: 

1. A school’s STS faculty PhD dissertations were obtained to identify their advisors. 

2. Associations between dissertation advisors and main STS threads were identified, along 

with their normative commitments, and extended to the STS program. 

3. Conclusions were drawn regarding the normative commitments of the school based on 

faculty members’ intellectual heritage. 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION: 

Phase 1: 

1. A library search produced PhD dissertations for 16 out of 28 professors associated with 

VT’s STS program. 

2. The 16 dissertations involved committees (with two to four members) that included many 

of the 28 VT faculty, plus 43 scholars from other institutions. 

3. Of 16 dissertations, only three could be associated with main STS threads. 

4. Connections were made with Sheila Jasanoff’s Co-Production, Thomas Hughes’ Social 

Construction of Technology (SCOT), and Steve Fuller’s Anti-Business, Anti-ANT threads 

of STS. 

Conclusion: The low rate of connections between STS exemplars and VT STS faculty seems 

to indicate either (1) problems with the method, or (2) an especially eclectic VT faculty. 

Phase 2: 

Edinburg University’s Science, Technology and Innovation Studies (STIS) program, which is 

known for its strong associations with the Strong Program of SSK, was analyzed using the 

same methods. 

Conclusion: Tracing dissertation advisors for 27 STIS faculty members found few 

connections with STS exemplars. Looking beyond their committee members, the 



dissertations reviewed revealed that a wide variety of STS threads were in use. This suggests 

that the STIS program is not as committed to the Strong Program of SSK as first supposed. 

Phase 3: 

Harvard University’s STS program, directed by Sheila Jasanoff, was examined, revealing 

that it does not have dedicated faculty members. Instead, it appears to draw on faculty from 

many disciplines to accomplish its interdisciplinary goals. As such, it does not reveal explicit 

STS normative commitments, except for the basic commitment to eclectic interdisciplinary 

studies. 

Phase 4: 

Random checks of faculty from MIT’s STS program revealed the same tendency toward 

eclectic approaches. The check matches the absence of strong STS method commitments at 

the other schools studied. 

Phase 5: 

If time allows, a follow-up study may be rapidly added to this report after reflection on the 

group’s findings. 


