
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY IN AMERICAN CULTURE
Comparative Studies H367.02


Professor David G. Horn

Class meetings: Tuesday and Thursday, 1:30-3:18, 201 Kuhn Honors House

Office Hours: Monday 10:00-12:00 or by appointment, 442 Hagerty Hall. 

Phone: 292-2559. E-mail: horn.5@osu.edu


I. Requirements
This course explores, from a variety of perspectives, the multiple relations between American culture(s) and the production of scientific and technical knowledge.  Class meetings will be devoted to careful consideration and discussion of texts, films and videos.  It is therefore essential that you complete reading assignments before coming to class, and be prepared to contribute.  On one occasion, you will be asked to organize and lead a discussion of the assigned materials.

You will be graded on the basis of your oral participation in seminars (25%), and on the basis of your performance on three 5-7 page papers (75%).  Topics and guidelines for the papers will be discussed in class.  Because this course fulfills the GEC second writing course requirement, you will be asked to submit drafts of your first two essays for evaluation by your classmates.  The due dates for drafts and completed essays are indicated below;  late work may not be evaluated.

If you need an accommodation based on the impact of a disability, you should contact me to arrange an appointment as soon as possible.  At the appointment we can discuss the course format, anticipate your needs, and explore potential accommodations.  I rely on the Office for Disability Services for assistance in verifying the need for accommodations and developing accommodation strategies.  If you have not previously contacted the Office for Disability Services, I encourage you to do so.


II. Texts (Available at SBX)

Bruno Latour, Science in Action: How to Follow Scientists and Engineers Through Society (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1987)

Daniel Kevles and Leroy Hood, The Code of Codes: Scientific and Social Issues in the Human Genome Project (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1992)

Constance Penley, NASA/TREK: Popular Science and Sex in America (London: Verso, 1997)

Sharon Traweek, Beamtimes and Lifetimes: The World of High Energy Physicists (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1988)

Langdon Winner,  The Whale and the Reactor: A Search for Limits in an Age of High Technology (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1986)

Photocopied Reader (indicated by asterisk)

III. Schedule of Readings
A. Values, Science and Technology 
24 September
Introductions

30 September
* Helen Longino, “Good Science, Bad Science,” in Science as Social Knowledge (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1990), pp. 3-15

Langdon Winner, “Technologies as Forms of Life” in The Whale and the Reactor, pp. 3-18

B. Constructing Facts, Telling Stories
2 October
Bruno Latour, “Opening Pandora’s Black Box” and “Literature,” in Science in Action, pp. 1-62

7 October  
* Sherwood Washburn and C. S. Lancaster, “The Evolution of Hunting,” in Man the Hunter, ed. Richard Lee and Irven DeVore (Chicago: Aldine, 1968), pp. 293-303

* Ruth Bleier, “Theories of Human Origins and Cultural Evolution: Man the Hunter,” in Science and Gender (New York: Pergamon, 1984), pp. 115-137

C. In the Laboratory
9 October 
Bruno Latour, “Laboratories” and “Machines,” in Science in Action, pp. 63-144

14 October
Draft of first paper due (in-class review)

16 October
No class

21 October
Sharon Traweek, Beamtimes and Lifetimes, pp. 1-105

First paper due
23 October
Sharon Traweek, Beamtimes and Lifetimes, pp. 106-162

D. The Culture of the Bomb
28 October
Film: Day After Trinity: J. Robert Oppenheimer and the Atomic Bomb (Pyramid, 1981)

30 October
Langdon Winner, “Do Artifacts Have Politics?” and “Techn( and Politeia”  in The Whale and the Reactor, pp. 19-58

E. Science and Popular Culture
4 November
Draft of second paper due (in-class review)

6 November
* Andrew Ross, “New Age -- A Kinder, Gentler Science?” in Strange Weather: Culture, Science, and Technology in the Age of Limits (London: Verso, 1991), pp. 15-74

11 November 
No class (Veterans’ Day observed)

13 November
Constance Penley, NASA/TREK, pp. 1-148

Second paper due
G. Reading the "Book of Life"

18 November
Daniel Kevles, “Out of Eugenics,” in The Code of Codes, pp. 3-36

Dorothy Nelkin, “The Social Power of Genetic Information,” in The Code of Codes, pp. 177-190

20 November
Video: Decoding the Book of Life, NOVA (Coronet), 1989

H. “Nature” at Risk
25 November
Walter Gilbert, “A Vision of the Grail,” in The Code of Codes, pp. 83-97

Evelyn Fox Keller, “Nature, Nurture and the Human Genome Project,” in The Code of Codes, pp. 281-299

27 November
No Class (Thanksgiving holiday)

2 December
Langdon Winner, “The State of Nature Revisited” and “On Not Hitting the Tar-Baby,” in The Whale and the Reactor, pp. 121-154

I. Conclusions

4 December
Langdon Winner, “Brandy, Cigars, and Human Values,” in The Whale and the Reactor, pp. 155-163

9 December
Third Paper Due
IV. Academic Integrity

Academic integrity is essential to maintaining an environment that fosters excellence in teaching, research, and other educational and scholarly activities. Thus, The Ohio State University and the Committee on Academic Misconduct (COAM) expect that all students have read and understand the University’s Code of Student Conduct, and that all students will complete all academic and scholarly assignments with fairness and honesty.  Students must recognize that failure to follow the rules and guidelines established in the University’s Code of Student Conduct and this syllabus may constitute “Academic Misconduct.”

The Ohio State University’s Code of Student Conduct (Section 3335-23-04) defines academic misconduct as: “Any activity that tends to compromise the academic integrity of the University, or subvert the educational process.” Examples of academic misconduct include (but are not limited to) plagiarism, collusion (unauthorized collaboration), copying the work of another student, and possession of unauthorized materials during an examination. Ignorance of the University’s Code of Student Conduct is never considered an “excuse” for academic misconduct, so I recommend that you review the Code of Student Conduct and, specifically, the sections dealing with academic misconduct. 

If I suspect that a student has committed academic misconduct in this course, I am obligated by University Rules to report my suspicions to the Committee on Academic Misconduct.  If COAM determines that you have violated the University’s Code of Student Conduct (i.e., committed academic misconduct), the sanctions for the misconduct could include a failing grade in this course and suspension or dismissal from the University. 

If you have any questions about the above policy or what constitutes academic misconduct in this course please contact me. 

Other sources of information on academic misconduct (integrity) to which you can refer include:

· The Committee on Academic Misconduct web pages (oaa.osu.edu/coam/home.html) 

· “Eight Cardinal Rules of Academic Integrity” (www.northwestern.edu/uacc/8cards.html) 
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