SOC3116 – Lecture November 7, 2017

Criticisms of SCOT

- Upholds the principle of symmetry – not whether it works or not
- Technological change is to be explained by reference to social practices
- Technology has no properties, powers, or effects can be attributed to technologies themselves
- Strong brand of social construction

Narrowness of Scope
- Can we explain only by focusing on development stage? Can we look at technology and how it changes as users change? Stabilization and closure should not be final

Structural Exclusion
- Excludes social groups in building technology, but not groups that were impacted by suppression. i.e customers who were not informed about the cancelation of the hi-efficiency lamp.  In SCOT RSGs are related through historical documents. Exclusion of some RSG of development that they have no empirical influence so they are not often documented. Often women, minorities, or workers. 

Disregards the social structure and the larger power relations within which technological change takes place
- Are micro-level analyses adequate to explain dynamics of technological choice?

No evaluation stance or moral principle: apolitical and amoral; no sense of right and wrong
- Did not oppose any particular pattern on technological development
- How is it used, like a knife, can kill, cook, or cure

Winner: Do artifacts have politics

- They are sometimes designed, deliberately or not, to open certain social options and to close others  Example: Robert Moses NY State & City Official who transformed NY through public works projects. Displaced 100,000s of people by building expressways through neighbourhoods. When he redesigned the parkways, he made it so the bridges very low so trucks couldn’t go out to the beaches. Buses could not go through, keep poor people out. He was able to keep the beaches white without policy or formal restriction. They embody social exclusion. They hid their agenda through a facade of efficiency (technology). 

- Some technologies are entirely political, some technologies are more conducive to particular patterns of power and authority than others  By using nuclear power there will have to be stronger pressure for state surveillance. Adopting a techonolgy we may be opting for more shit than it appears. Uranium in Afghanistan = long ass war. U.S. consumes 25% of the oil and they only make up a few percent of total pop!
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