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How Can Anthropology Study Science: Reviewing Ethnography of Technoscience

ZHANG Jieying, LI Xueshi
(Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100871, China ;
The Chinese University of Hong Kong (Shenzhen), Shenzhen 518172, China)

Abstract ; Starting with a question on how and why anthropology can study science, this paper tries to
review the ethnography of technoscience from the perspective of research methods. Constructionism is the
basic methodology for anthropology to study technoscience. Latour’s Actor-Network Theory seeks to go
beyond constructionism and provides the approach of political ecology to study the interconnecting network
of society, nature and technoscience. Anthropology considers science as a series of cultural and social prac-
tices, which can be studied and written with the application of ethnography. Ethnography has incomparable
advantages in Science and Technology Study as it is good at translating cultures and describing social facts
in a holistic way. Although the fieldwork of ethnography of technoscience is much the same as that of gen-
eral ethnography, it does have some uniqueness. To understand related scientific knowledge is the core of
ethnography of technoscience, whose key is the access to" interactive expertisé' . The way we deal with sci-
entific knowledge in the fieldwork is closely related to the research approach and analytical framework.

Keyword: anthropology; ethnography of technoscience; fieldwork; ANT (Actor-Network Theory) ;
methodology
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